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5708. By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the Tri-State Development
Congress, at a meeting held at St. Paul, Minn., relative to flood
protection, navigation, and water power; to the Commifttee on
Rivers and Harbors.

5709. Also, petition of the City Council of Philadelphia, Pa.,
asking that the ecity of Philadelphia be selected as a place of
burial for one of America's unknown dead; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

5800. By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of Local
Union, No. 73, of the National Federation of Federal Employees,
Cleveland, Ohio, favoring the passage of House bill 15746 and
Senate bill 4839 ; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and
Fisherles.

5801. By Mr. LAMPERT : Petition from citizens of St. Nazi-
anz, Wis., protesting against the so-called Smith-Towner bill;
to the Committee on Education.

5802. Also, resolution from the St. Joseph Benevolent Society,

Fond du Lac, Wis., protesting against the
Towner bill; to the Committee on Education. y

5803, Also, resolution from Catholic Order of Foresters, of
Two Rivers, Wis., protesting against the so-called Smith-Towner
bill; to the Committee on Education.

5804. By Mr. MICHENER: Petition of the New Michigan
Loan and Building Assoeiation, of Jackson, Mich., referring to
amendmenis to the income tax; also petition of the Michigan
Potato Producers’ Association, in reference to the tariff on
potatoes ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

5805. By Mr. MOONEY : Petition of the Chamber of Com-
merce of Columbus, Ohio, protesting against any reduction in
appropriation asked by the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic

erce as approved in House bill 15543 ; to the Committee
on Appropriations.

5806. Also, petition of Local Union, No, 73, of the National
Federation of Federal Employees, Cleveland, Ohio, favoring
House bill 15746 and Senate bill 4839 ; to the Committee on the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

5S07. By Mr. O'OONNELL: Petition of members of the parish
of the Holy Child Jesus, of Richmond Hill, N. Y., protesting
against the Smith-Towner bill; to the Committee on Education.

5808, Also, petition of City County of Philadelphia, Pa., re-
questing that one of Ameriea’s unknown dead may be buried in
Independence Square, Philadelphia; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

5809. Also, petition of the Viking Ship & Marine Works, of
Brooklyn, N. Y., asking that the inland waterways be improved ;
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

5810. By Mr. OLNEY : Memorial of Quincy Couneil, Knights

of Columbus, Quincy, Mass,, in opposition to Smith-Towner bill ;
to the Committee on Education.
. B811, By Mr. OSBORNE : Memorial of Mrs, Julia H. Schedin,
1088, Oanal Avenue, Wilmington, Calif,, and 47 other eitizens of
Wilmington, Oalif., in opposition to the passage of bill (H. R.
12652) to provide for the promotion of physical eduecation in
the United States through cooperation with the States in the
preparation and payment of supervisors and teachers of physical
education, including medical examiners and school nurses, to
appropriate money and regulate its expenditure, and for other
purposes ; to the Committee on Education.

5812. By Mr. SINOLAIR : Petition of Minot (N. Dak.) Coun-
cil of the Knights of Columbus, protesting against the passage
of the Smith-Towner bill; to the Committee on Edueation.

5813. By Mr. BINNOTT: Petition of Central Labor Council
of Klamath Falls, Oreg., to remove restrictions in trade with
goviet Russia; to the Committee on Foreign Affnirs.

5814. By Mr. SNELL: Petition of sundry citizens of Ed-
wards, N. Y., protesting against the passage of the Smith-
Towner educational bill; to the Committee on Education.

5815. Also, petition of Plattsburg Couneil, No. 255, Knights of
Columbus, of Plattsburg, N. Y., protesting against the passage
of the Smith-Towner educational bill; to the Committee on
Education.

5816. Also, petition of sundry citizens of Lyon Mountain,
N. X., protesting against the passage of the Smith-Towner edu-
cational bill; to the Committee on Education,

5817. By Mr. TAGUE: Petition of Massachusetts State Fed-
eration of Women’s Olubg, Boston, Mass,, indorsing House bill
15228 to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Bervice.

5818. Also, petition of Rlev. Joseph J. Smith, of Boston, Mass,,
opposing Smith-Towner bill; also, from Frederick N. Barbour,
on same subject ; to the Committee on Education.

5819, Also, petition of President George 8. Mumford, Com-
monwealth Trust Co., of Boston, Mass., favoring passage of the
Nolan bill (H. R. 15662) ; to the Committee on Patents,

5820. Also, letter from department of conservation, Common-
wealth of Massachusetts, on gypsy-moth suppression; to the
Committee on Appropriations.
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5821. By Mr. TEMPLE: Petition of Lawrence County Sheep
and Wool Growers' Association, New Castle, Pa., opposing any
change in the standard time and supporting the “truth in
fabrics” bill; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

5822, Algo, petition of the Beaver County TFederation of
Catholic Societies; Ladies’ Catholic Benevolent Association,
Branch No. T82, of Charleroi; and Rev. H. Geibel, of Donora,
Pa,, protesting against the passage of the Smith-Towner bill;
to the Committee on Education.

B5823. Also, petition of the Retail Lumber Dealers’ Assoeiation
of Pennsylvania, Pittsburgh, Pa., opposing a duty on lumber
imported from Canada; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

SENATE.
Wepxespay, February 16, 1921.
(Legislative day of Monday, February 1}, 1921.)

The Benate mef at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the
TECess,

GREAT FALLS WATER-POWER PROJECT (8. DOC. NO. 403).

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Curris) lald before the
Senate a report of the chairman of the Federal Power Coni-
mission, submitting, pursuant to law, plans and estimates of
cost necessary to secure an increased and adeguate water
supply for the District of Columbia, which, with the accom-
panying papers and plans, was referred to the Committee on
Commerce, and it was ordered to be printed.

SUPPLEMENTAL ESTIMATE, BUREAU OF EFFICIENCY (8. DOC. NO. 399).

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
communication from the Chief of the Bureau of Efficiency sub-
mitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation in the sum of
$20,000 required by the Bureau of Efficiency for salaries and
expenses for the fiscal year 1921, which was referred to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

OLYMPIC NATIONAL FOREST, WASH. (8. DOC. NO. 402).

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a communication from the Secretary of Agriculture, sub-
mitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation in the sum of
$100,000 required by the Department of Agriculture for dis-
posal and protection from fire of the timber on Olympie National
Forest, Wagh,, fiscal year 1921, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

ACCOUNTS OF TREASURER OF UNITED STATES (8. DOC. NO. 400).

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit-
ting an estimate of appropriation in the sum of $15956 re-
quired by the Treasury Department to enable the proper ac-
counting officers of the Treasury to credit said sum in the ne-
counts of the Treasurer of the United States, that amount being
now carried in the accounts of the office of the Assistant Treas-
urer of the United States at Boston, Mass., which was referred
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

JUDGMENTS BY COURT OF CLAIMS (8. DOC. XO. 308).

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Acting Seeretary of the Treasury, transmit-
ting, pursnant to law, a list of judgments rendered by the Court
of Claims amounting to $65,608.94, which was referred to the
Committee on Appropriations and erdered to be printed.

CLAIM DUE THE AMERICAN EXPRESS COQ. (8. DOC. NO. 401).

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Sennte a com-
munieation from the Acting Seeretary of the Treasury, transmit-
ting an estimate of appropriation in the sum of $470.80 due the
Ameriean Express Co. for transportation of currency, which
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered
to be printed.

PETITIONS AND AEMORIALS,

Mr. HALE presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of
Maine, which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands,
as follows:

STATE OoF Marxm, 1921,

Joint resolution by the Senate and HHouse of Representatives of the

htieth Legislature of the State of Maine, favoring the establish-
ment and maintenance
ent station on

State of New Hampshire,

Whereas the problem of conservative management of forests and forest
lands and the reforestation of the waste lands of this State and ¢ther
gemengqu.mé States is of great importance to the people of New

ng » an

l{g the United States Government of a forest
e White Mountaln National Forest in the
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Whereas there is mow pending before Con a bill entitled *“A bill
for the establishment and maintenance of a forest experiment station
on the White Mountain National Forest in the Btate of New Hamp-
shire,” having for its purpose the establishment by the United States
Government of such an experiment station for the purpose of con-
duecting the experiments and investigations pertaining to forestry in
the New England States: Therefore

Resolved, First, that it is the earnest wish of the Legislature of the
State of Maine that the pending bill hereinbefore mentioned be enacted,
and our Senators and Representatives in Congress are requested to use
all reasonable efforts to obtain its enactment.

Second, that the secretary of state be reauested to forward an at-
tested copy of these resolutions to both the Senate and House of Repre-
sentatives of the Congress now In session and to our Senators and Hep-
regentatives therein.

In senate chamber January 27, 1921, read and passed; sent down
for comcurrence. .

L. ERNEST THORNTON, Secrctary.

House of representatives, February 1, 1921, read and adopted in con-

currence.
CrLype R. CHarMAN, Clerk.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
STATE OF MAINE, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE.

I, Frank W. Ball, secretary of state of the State of Maine, and cus-
todian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that I have earefully
compared the annexed copy of foint resolution of the Senate and House
of Hepresentatives of the State of Maine in legislature assembled, with
the original thereof, and that it is a full, true, and complete transeript
therefrom and of the whole thereof.

In testimony whereof I have caused the seal of the State to be here-
unto affixed. Given under my hand at Aungusta, this 14th day of Feb-
ruary, in the year of our Lord 1921 and in the one hundred and forty-
fifth year of the Independence of the United States of America.

[sEAL.] Fpa¥E W. BaLn,
Secretary of State.

Mr, THOMAS. T desire to present a telegram from the Den-
ver Civie and Commercial Association which embodies a reso-
Iution protesting against the establishment of further admin-
istrative bureaus or commissions. I regard it as one of the
most sensible and conservative resolutions that have been
passed in recent times by any commercial organization. I
ask that the telegram may be printed in the Recorp.

There being no objection, the telegram was referred to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed in the
Recorp, as follows:

Dexver, Covro., February 12, 1921

Hon. CHARLES 8. THOMAS,
United States Senate, Washington, D. O.

The board of directors of the Denver Civie and Commercial Associa-
tion, at their regular meeting on Thursday, February 10, adopted the
following resolution :

« Resolved, That we oppose the establishment of further adminis-
trative bureaus or commissions, National, State, or loeal, and urge that
new L lation shall control by fixed rule of law applying alike to all
and enforceable in the ordinary courts of justice.”

DEXVER CIvic AXD COMMERCIAL ASSOCIATION,
By ArTHUR J. DoDGE, Business Manager,

Mr., PHIPPS presented a telegram in the nature of a me-
morial from the Denver Civie and Commercial Association, of
Denver, Colo., opposing the establishment of further administra-
tive bureaus or commissions, National, State, or local, which
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations.

Mr. MYERS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Gal-
latin County, Mont.,, remonstrating against the enactment of
legislation inereasing the duty on wrapper tobacco, which was
referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. TOWNSEND presented a resolution of the Polar Bear
Post, Veterans of Foreign Wars, No. 436, of Detroit, Mich.,
favoring legislation restricting the immigration of aliens, which
was ordered to lie on the table,

He also presented memorials of the Home Culture Club, of
Jackson; sundry citizens of Sandstone; the Women's Literary
Club, of Pontiae, all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating
against the enactment of legislation commercializing national
parks, which were referred fo the Committee on Commerce.

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Charlevoix;
Newberry Study Club, of Newberry; Grand Traverse Council,
No. 1218, Knights of Columbus, of Traverse City; Richard Coun-
cil of Knights of Columbus, of Lansing, all in the State of
Michigan, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation
creating a department of education, which were referred to
the Committee on Education and Labor.

He also presented a petition of the Civie and Commercial
Association of Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., favoring an amendment
to the seaman's get relative to traffic on the Great Lakes, which
was referred to the Committee on Commerce.

He also presented a resolution of the Kiwanis Club, of Kala-
mazoo, Mich.,, favoring legislation providing for consolidation
of the Bureau of War Risk Insurance, the Rehabilitation See-
tion of the Public Health Service, and the Federal Board for
Vocational Education; providing adequate appropriations for
the bureau charged with caring for disabled ex-service men;

and appropriations to build necessary hospitals, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a resclution of the New Michigan Building
& Loan Association, of Jackson, Mich., favoring legislation
exempting the earnings of members of cooperative building and
loan associations from income tax up to an amount of $500
per year, which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a resolution of the Michigan Potato Pro-
ducers’ Association, of East Lansing, Mich., favoring legislation
placing a protective tariff on potatoes imported into the United
States, which was referred to the Committee on Finance,

He also (for Mr. NEwBERRY) presented a resolution of the
Women's Literary Club, of Pontiae, Mich., protesting against
commercializing the national parks, which was referred to the
Committee on Commerce,

He also (for Mr. NEwBERRY) presented a resolution of the
New Michigan Building & Loan Association, of Jackson, Mich.,
favoring legislation exempting the earnings of members of co-
operative building and loan associations from income tax up
to an amount of $500 per year, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Finance,

He also (for Mr, NEWBERRY) presented a resolution of Polar
Bear Post, Veterans of Foreign Wars, No. 436, of Detroit, Mich,,
favoring legislation restricting the immigration of aliens, which
was ordered to lie on the table.

He also (for Mr. NEwBERRY) presented a resolution of the
Michigan Potato Producers’ Association, of East Lansing, Mich.,
favoring legislation placing a protective tariff on potatoes im-
ported into the United States, which was referred to the Com-
mitee on Finance.

He also (for Mr. NEwsrERrY) presented memorials of Midland
Council, No. 2141, Knights of Columbus, of Midland ; St. Francis
Branch of the Holy Name Society, of Grand Rapids; Marquette
Council, No. 689, Knights of Columbus, of Marquette ; Newberry
Study Club, Newberry; Alpena Council, Knights of Columbus,
of Alpena; Catholic Study Club, of Detroit; officers and sundry
members of St. Anthony Court, No. 700, Catholic Order of
Foresters, of Calumet; and St. Joseph’s Branch, No. 413, Ladies’
Catholic Benevolent Association, of Port Huron ; all in the State
of Michigan, remonstrating against the enactment of legisla-
tion creating a department of education, which were referred to
the Committee on Education and Labor.

Mr. KENDRICK presented a resolution of the Rotary Club
of Casper, Wyo., favoring united action by the United States
and other Christian Governments to stop Turkish atrocities,
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. WILLIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of
Urbana, Ohio, praying for recognition of the independence of
Ireland, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign
Ttelations.

He also presented memorials of Dover Council No. 1973,
Knights of Columbus, of Dover; Rev. W. C. Zierolf, of San-
dusky; Rev. Nicholas Pfeil, St. Peter’s Rectory, Cleveland:
Greenville Council, No. 1796, Knights of Columbus, of Green-
ville; sundry citizens of North Bend Road, Cincinnati; Rev.
John Gnal and church committee, of Greenville; Mrs. Robert
J. Schock, president Notre Dame Alumnge, of Hamilton;
sundry citizens of Greenville; St. Henry Branch, No. 751,
Catholic Knights of America, of St. Henry; sundry members
of St. John's Catholic Club, of Cleveland; Catholic Ladies of
Columbia, Branch No. 130; St. Anthony’'s Ladies Aid Society
and Our Lady of Lourdes Church, of Marysville; Council No.
386, Knights of Columbus, of Toledo; Joseph A. Tettzlaff,
president University of Dayton, of Dayton; and Thomas Meyer,
president Board of Education School Distriet No. 2, of Minster,
all in the State of Ohio, remonstrating against the enactment
of legislation creating a department of education, which were
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor,

He also presented memorials of Rev. Joseph W. Kondelka,
grand chaplain, First Central Bohemian Union of Ameriea, of
Cleveland ; Knights of Columbus, of Zanesville; Fremont Coun-
¢il, Knights of Columbus, of Fremont; Rev. J. P. Downey,
president of Dayton Priests’ Meeting, of Dayton; sundry mem-
bers of St. Johns Church, of Lima; Frank Toman, president,
St. George's Society, of Cleveland: Vincent A. Benda, presi-
dent, St. Procops Church choir, of Cleveland ; Anton Nekl, presi-
dent, Cadets of St. Stanilius, No, 277, of Cleveland; Ludvik
Noroany, president, St. Joseph Court, Knights of Foresters, of
Cleveland; Anton J. Voudra, president, Dramatic Society of
St. Prokops Church, of Cleveland; Anna Prokop, president, St.
Mary of Loudres, of Cleveland; Albert Hanket, president, St.
Peter’'s Society, of Cleveland; V. F. Kozak, president, Svornost
Katolicka No. 13, P. U. J,, of Cleveland; Albert Krofta and
Chas. A. Prosek, of Chapter No. 2636, A. 1. U., of Cleveland;
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Jos. Pojman, president, Knights St. Wenslaus Commandery No.
214, of Cleveland; ‘Rev. Joseph W. Kondelka, chaplain, d
Reglment, Knights of St. Jolin, and pastor St. Wenceslas Ro-
man Catholic Chureh, of €leveland; Cincinnati Catholic Wom-
en's: Association; of Cincinnati; all in the State of Ohio, remon-
strating against the enactment of legislation creating a depart-
ment of education, which was referred to the Committee on
Education and Labor.,

Mr.. SMITH of Maryland presented a memorial of St. John's
Holy Name Society, of Baltimore, Md., remonstrating against
the enactment of legislation creating a department of education,
which was referred to the Commiitee on Education and Labor.

AMENDMENT OF TRANSPORTATION ACT.

Mr. TOWNSEND, from the Committee on Interstate Com-
merce, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 15838) to amend
the transpoertation act, 1920, reported it favorably without
amendment,

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS.

Mr., LODGE submitted an amendment relative to reclassify-
ing pestmasters and employees of the Postal Service and re-
adjusting their salaries and compensation on an equitable basis,
ete., intended to be propesed by him to the Post Ofifice appro-
priation bill,. which was ordered to liee on the table and be
printed.

Mr. FLETCHER submitted an amendment proposing to ap-
propriate $800,000, to' be immediately available, to continue
development of a submarine base at the naval station, Key
West, Fla,, intended to be proposed by him to the naval ap-
propriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on Naval
Affairs and ordered to be printed.

My, BRANDEGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap-
propriate $60,000 toward the completion of a submarine: base at
New London, Conn., and $40,000 for the purchase of additional
land,. intended to be proposed by him:to the naval appropriation
bill, which was referred to the €ommittee on Naval Affairs and
ordered to e printed:

Mr. SWANSON submitted an amendment. propesing to ap+
propriate $100,000,000 for the construction of rural post roads;
of which $3,000,000 shall be for survey, construction, and main-
tenance of roads and trails within or only partly within the
national forests; etc., intended to) be: proposed by him to the
Post Office appropriation bill, which was ordered to lie on the
table and be printed.

Mr. CALDERN submitted an amendment proposing to pay
$167,500 to the George Leary Construction: Co. for bonus earned
under contract No. 2258, and’ changes thereto, for completion
of Dry Dock No. 4 in advance of the date fixed in the contract,
intended to be proposed by him to the: general deflciency ap-
propriation bill, which was referredi to the Committee on- Ap-
propriations: and ordered to be printed.

EMERGENCY TARIFF.

The  Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 15275) imposing temporary duties
upen certain agricultural produets to meet present emergencies,
to provide revenue, and for other purposes.

Mr. SHEPPARID. Mr. President, in my judgment no more
unfair and more inaccurate deliverance has been. uttered on.the
floor of the Senate than was uttered yesterday by the Senator
from Colorado [Mr. THoxmAs] in reply to a statement of mine
on the day before in connection with the pending emergemncy
tariff bill.  The Senator quoted my statement, as follows:

The Democratic Party enacted a tariff law levying. duties of 100 per
cent in addition to all existing duties on imports covering' all manufac-
tured and agricultural artieles; witli but very few exceptions.-

That statement of mine was in reference to the Democratie
tariff act of July 1, 1812. The Senator then proceeded:

T do not think the Senstor has read that statute very carefully or
He would not have made that statement,.

I shall quote from the law itself in order that it may be seen
whether my quotation was: accurate. The opening paragraph
of the tarifi Iaw of July 1, 1812, reads as-follows:

Be it enacted by the Senate and House oE Representatives of the
United States of Xﬂwﬂm' in Congress asgembled; That an additional
duty of 100 per cent upon the permanent dutles: now m?onad law
upon goods; wares, and merchandise imported inmto the United States
s!i:):ll ge levied and collected upon all goods; wares; and merchandise
which shall, from and after the passing of this act, be imported. into
the: United. States from.any foreign port or place.

It will be observed that I followed the:law literally when I
quoted from if.

The: Senator from Ce'orado continued:

I the flrst! place, it wns a war measure,
Cértainly it was a war measure. So is the emergency’ tariff
bill now under consideration.

The Senator from Colorado further said:

It was not designed to interfere with prices or bring relief to classes;

That is simply a statement of the conelusion of the Senator
from‘ Colorado, It did have a protective design, because it was
enacted in response to a message from President Madison asking
for protective legislation.

The Senator from Celorado then continued:

We had previously declared war against Great Britain:

That is one of the very few accurafe statements in his entire
address.

At that thme—

He said—
the ad valorem percentage ]
decelve me, wns-p less thg:ﬂpigﬂsﬂﬂgg&!g?.&ﬂmg&;&wgf ERJ?;: ?\?fﬁ ';l::;
simply to inerease the duties 100 per cent, which would make them
gtill 20 per cent, or about one-ha.f of the prevaillng ad wvalorem per-
centages of the present Underwood tariff law.

Be that as it. may, the fact is that the duties imposed by this
law in connection with war conditions amounted practically to
a prohibitive tariff law during the entire course of tle war;
The effect of that law was to double the duties in existence
prior to the date of the enactment of the Inw. These double
duties in connection with the war conditions amounted, as I
sald, to a prohibitive tariff.

The Senator then continued:

It was aimed at British. trade, The condition of belligerency conse-
qumts‘lﬂon our declaration that a state of war existed naturally and
neces ly suggested such legislation as-miglit cripple the ememy.

Is it peossible that an ad valorem tariff law of 20 per cent
could have seriously crippled an enemy? Was the Underwood
tariff law designed for the purpose of crippling an enemy? The
Senator from Colorado sald that the ad valorem duties of the
act of 1812 were lower than those of the Underwood tariff law
of 1913, and yet that they were destined to cripple the enemy.
They did cripple the enemy seriously, because in connection with
war conditions they amounted, as a rule, to prohibition.

But the Senator continued:

The Senator from Texas further says that this increase covered “ all
manufactured and agricultural articles with bot very few exceptions.”

The Senator from Colorado then said:

he contrary, the act 4 ;
thq?sltlz xtlrtlcles upgl which th:sesﬂg{in!? d‘t‘&fgs t;::?g 1?::?;:?6{! g

That is true, but the articles on which existing duties were
imposed composed practically the entire range of hmported agri-
cultural and manufactured articles,. The only agricultural ar
ticles of any importance whatever on the free list before July 1,
1812, were wool and hides, and wool was transferrod to the
dutiable list by the Madison tariff of 1816,

The Senator then added:

The' Senator, I think, will eearch the laws in force onm July 1, 1812,
In' vain for the inclusion of any agrieunltural producti

I again allude to the fact that practically all agricultural
articles that were imported at all were on the dutiable list prior
to July 1,-1812, except wool and hides.

The Senator intimated that no consideration was: paid during
that period to agricultural products. I wish to read from
Secretary Dallas’s report, on which the permanent Democratic
tariff of 1816 was based. This is what Mr. Dallas said, Mr,
Dallas, the Secretary of the Treasury at that time, and one of
the most notable Democrats, one of the most accomplished
statesmen, of all time: :

In framing the propositions which this repert will sutimit to the
consideration of Congress for the establishment of a general tariff,
three ﬁeut objects have been principally regarded: First, the object
of raising, by dutles on Imports and tonnage, the proportion of publie
revenue which must be drawn from thit sonrce. Bgmnd. the object: of
concillating the varlous natlonal intereats; which arise from the pur-
sults: of agrieulture, matnufactures. trade, and navigation,

Let nre repeat that great principle.

The obfect of conciliating the various nationnl intercsts which
ariee from the pursuits: of agriculture, manufactures, trade, and pavi-
gation; and, third, the object of réndering the collection: of the duties
convenient, equal, and- certain;

Evidently agriculture was. an. object. of equal consideration
with manufacture; trade, and navigation..

The Senator from Colorade then smid’: .
thm Semator from Texas having commicted: himself to the protection

cory.

Mr. President, T have clalmed: that tlie emergency tariff
act involves: no question. of permanent tariit’ policy whatever,
and on that principle I have mainly based my support of it.
Committed: nryself to the: protection theory? The Senator from
Colorado voted for duties of 3@ and 35 per cent ad valorem on
ready-made clothing in the Underwood-Simmons: tarifl bill' and
a duty of 25 per cent ad valorem on- towels, blankets, sheets,
and pilloweases. I§ a' man a Demoerat when: le votes for' a
permanent’ duty, undoubitedly protective, on umunufactured ne-
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cessities, and an apostate when he favors a temrporary duty on

the products of the farm? I do not understand the Senator’s

definition of demoeracy.

The Senator added, further quoting from another paragraph
of my speech, as follows: i

As for me, I have dedicated myseif to the especlal service of agrl-
cunlture, with the conviction that in serving agriculture I serve this
Nation in a truer sense than would be the case with any other division
of American industry.

The Senator then proceeded fo make this entirely unwar-
ranted comment upon that assertion:

If he means that, he is no longer a Senator of the United States.
The needs of the Nation, whatever they may be, however vast or in-
gistent, are subordinated and must be subordinated by the Senator
to the agricultural interest of the country, As he sees it. He is no
longer even a Senator from the State of Texas; he can not represent
all the varied interests and iandustries of the population of that State
if he proposes here, as he sa;is he does, to dedieate himself to one
gurtjeu ar interest, Indead, think when a man makes such a

eclaration jn this Chamber he ceases to be a Senator at all; he simply

becomes a delegate, not a walking delegate but a rubber-stamp dele-
gate, who proposes to place the seal of his approval upon those meas-
ures and a disapproval agninst those measures which a single interest
informs him may be favorable or unfavorable to that interest.

Mr. President, the intimation contained in those remmrks is
an unspeakable slander. My statement is not justly subject to
any construction of that kind. Has it come to pass that a man
can not announc: his desire to be of especial service to agri-
culture without being denouneed as inecapable of rendering
proper devotion to all other elements of the country and without
being proclaimed an apostate and a traitor? If I had said
that I had dedicated myself to the exclusive serviee of agri-
culture, there might have been some justification for what the
Senator said.

I shall tell the Senate why agriculture is in need of especial
attention at this time. It has been especially neglected. The
econonric balance has been seriously disturbed, and unless
special regard is had in the Senate and in the Congress to the
needs of agriculture the Republic is doomed.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, will the Senator yield at that
point?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Joxes of Washington in
the chair). Does the Senator from Texas yield to the Senator
from Arizona?

Mr. SHEPPARD. Certainly.

Mr. ASHURST. The Legislature of Arizona has adopted a
resolution urging that the farmers and ranchers be no longer
discriminated against. If it will not interrupt the Senator,
will he permit me to read the memorial at this time?

Mr. SHEPPARD. Certainly; I am glad to have it.

Mr. ASHURST. In the present Legislature of Arizona the
senate is Republican and the house is Democratie, but both
the senate and house are profoundly penetrated with the idea
that the agricultural interests of our country must no longer
be diseriminated against.

The legislature of my State is also penetrated with the idea
that it is a glaring injustice to put the products of the farm and
the ranch upon the free list, and the products of the factory on
the dutiable list.

I thank the Senator for this opportunity to read the memo-
rial. It is as follows:

FirreE LEGISLATURE,
STATE OF ARIZONA.
Benate joint memorial 2,

To the Senate and House of Represemtatives of the United States of
America in Congress cssembled:

Your memorialists, the Fifth Legislature of the State of Arizona,
respectfully represent:

Whereas there is now pending before the Congress of the United States
of America certain proposed emergen legislation for the relief of
those engaged in the farming industry the United States; and

Whereas the enacting into law of this proposed legislation will greatly
facilitate !industl‘;iy and assist to Insure the success and prosperity of
onr people; an

Whereas unless such legislation as proposed is enacted the farming and
allied industries will suffer material loss by reason of unsettled con-
ditions and will be forced to compete with the cost of production in
forelgn countries; an

Whereas the farming induostry, particularly the production of cotton,
wool, beef, and lamb, will be among the greatest sufferers unless the

roposed iegls]ation is enacted; and

Whereas the State of Arizona depends largely for its general success
and prosperity upon the development and continuance of the produc-
tion of cotton, wool, beef, and lamb in this State; and

Whereas 80 per cent of the total area of the State of Arizona is now
devoted to the live-stock industry, and a major po n of the arable
lands is devoted to tbe growing of cotton: Therefore be it
Resolved by the Senale of the Fifth Legislature of the State of Ari-

gona (the House of Repr tatives ring therein), That the Con-

fmss of the United States of America be, and is hereby, memorialized
0 enact such pendingfemtiﬁ'gency legislation for the relief of the farm-
urther

ing industry: Be it

Resolved, That the Senators and Representatives in the Congress of
the United States of America are hereby requested to use their best
efforts toward the enactment of the necessary emergency legislation for
the relief of the farming industry.

Resolved further. That the secretary of state is herr.-bi

instructed to
forward certified copies of this memorial to each pf the Arizona delega-
tion in Congress,

gre:
Passed the senate February 2, 1921, by the following vote: Fifteen
ayes, 4 nays,
. B, WILKINSON,
President of Senate,
Rox N. DAvIDSOXN,
Becretary of Eenate.

Adopted by the house February 7, 1921, by unanimous vote.

P, C. Kggerg,

Speaker of the House.
O Ghter Oterk of 1

Thie erk o e 5

Approved February 8, 1921, ; £ Hosta

THOMAS E. CAMPBELL,
Filed in the office of the secrétary of i e
o Farervy s DA gh S sttty ut wlate/ok Ketwuok thls U dhy
FAIRAT };‘}:e::ﬂ‘wh' Stat
By Jomx McK. ltsm?ngrn, PG
Assistant Becretary.

I ask unanimous consent to include the whole memorial in
the Recorp at this particular juncture, though not to inter-
fere with or to break up the sequence speech of the Senator
from Texas.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arizona
does not need to request unanimous consent for that purpose, as
the rules of the Senate provide for the printing in the REecorp
of memorials from State legislatures.

Mr. ASHURST. Will the Senator from Texas pardon a
further ohservation?

Mr. SHEPPARD., Certainly.

Mr. ASHURST. The Senator from Texas need have no per-
turbation, and I think he will bear with becoming fortitude the
charge that he is here to serve agriculture. If the Senator
should admit or confess that he was here to serve agriculture
alone, he would be taking a premier and pioneer step in con-
structive statesmanship. If the mulfitudes of ecities are to be
subsisted, it will be because the farmer only will subsist them.
If the idle rieh, the joy rider, the scholar, and those who
never till the soil are to subsist further, agriculture must no
longer be discriminated against in this country. The time has
come when the parting of the ways is at hand. If you wish the
people to continue to be fed, do .not crush those who are feed-
ing the people. The wise prophet of old said, *Thou shalt not
muzzle the ox when he treadeth out the corn.”

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas
yield to the Senator from Missouri?

Mr. SHEPPARD. Yes; I yield.

Mr. SPENCER. I ask permission to submit g report from
the Committee on Claims.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, there will be no objection
to the adoption of the report of the Committee on Claims which
the Senator from Missouri proposes to make, and I ask unani-
mous consent to have it now considered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida
asks unanimous consent Tor the present consideration of the
resolution reported by the Senator from Missouri, which the
Secretary will read.

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President——

Mr. FLETCHER. The reselution merely proposes to refer
the matter in gquestion to the Committee on Claims.

Mr. MOSES. A parliamentary inquiry. Is the Senator from
Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD] occupying the floor?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas is
occupying the floor.

Mr. SHEPPARD. I shall conclude in a very few moments,
if Senators will permit me.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair wiil have to en-
force the rule. Matters which Senators are seeking to present
can not properly be presented to interrupt the Senator from
Texas.

Mr. FLETCHER. The Senator from Texas yielded for the
purpose, and there is no objection to the report which the
Senator from Missouri desires to present.

Mr, SHEPPARD. I like to be courteous——

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas will
proceed.

Mr. SHEPPARD. I like to be courteous to every Senator,
and so I have yielded whenever requested to yield. What is it
the Senator from Florida desires?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will enforce the
rule. The duty is really imposed upon the Chair to do so.
The Senator from Texas may not yield for the purpose indi-
cated.
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Mr. SHEPPARD. I can not yield for the purpose of the
passage of the resolution which the Senator from Florida
[Mr, FrercHER] refers.

Mr. FLETCHER. Then I ask the Senator from Missouri to
withdraw the report.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis-
souri desire to withdraw the report which he presented a
moment ago?

Mr. SPENCER. I withdraw the report.

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, I have a personal affection
as well as an admiration for the Senator from Colorado [Mr.
TroMmas], and that is why I have felt a peculiar resentment
toward the attitude taken by him in his speech of yesterday.

The Senator from Colorado has the audacity to question my
Democracy and to denounce me as an apostate. While I was
canvassing in Colorado last October in behalf of the man who
had been nominated by the Democratic Party as the successor
of the Senator from Colorado, the Senator from Colorado was
running against that candidate, having accepted an independent
nomination, and in that way was doing what he could, exercising
his great powers, to bring about the defeat of the Democracy
and the success of the Republican Party and the high protection-
ism which he so bitterly denounces.

That is all I have to say.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, a word as to the speech of the
Senator from Texas. But for his concluding sentence I should
not refer to it. The Senator takes me to task for questioning
his Democracy, but his complaints are largely misdirected. My
criticism was not so much against his Demoecracy as against his
attitude as a Senator, and would have been and is as pertinent
to any Senator, whatever his politics, as to the Senator from
Texas who has announced his purpose as a Senator to hereafter
dedicate himself to a specific interest.

The Senator accuses me of misdirection, to say the least of
it, as regards the old tariff law which was in force in 1812. If
I am mistaken in regard to its subject matter, then, of course,
the issue can be easily disposed of by the text of the statute
itself. I stated, and I repeat, that the tariff laws of the early
nineteenth century period were based upon the theory of
revenue, and did not presume to include agricultural products
or raw material. Of course, exceptions to that theory may be
found in our statutes, exceptions which, on account of local
interests, always intrude themselves into our revenue laws; but
the Senator will not pretend that any legislation of that period
is at all comparable fo the pending emergency tariff bill; nor
was it prohibitive in its character. That it embraced a few
subjects of agricultural concern js perhaps true, but to use that
sort of legislation in justification of the support of a bill like
this is to outdo the devil in quoting Scripture; it can not be
done.

The Senator protests that he is still wedded to the Democratic
convictions regarding tariff for revenue, and avoids his dilemma
by denying that this is a tariff bill. Perhaps it is not. Ma-
caulay once said that monopoly would, if necessary, deny the
operation of the law of gravity. I think a Democratic Senator
who supports this bill and who supports it upon the theory that
it is not a tariff bill might with equal justice attempt to deny
the operation of natural laws. If it is not a tariff bill, what
is it? It imposes duties, does it not?

Mr. SHEPPARD. It is an emergency tariff bill.

Mr, THOMAS. I will come to that in a moment.

Mr. SHEPPARD. I have not said it was not a tariff bill.

Mr, THOMAS. It imposes duties upon a long list of com-
modities, duties which are virtually prohibitory in their char-
acter upon nearly every foodstuff that man requires for his
existence. It penalizes the poor man's table—breakfast, dinner,
and supper. The only thing thus far that has escaped the pro-
visions of this bill is water, and I have no doubt that some
enthusiastic Democratic supporter of it will suggest an amend-
ment protecting ice from the handicap which the long Cana-
dian winters impose upon the American producer.

But the Senator says this is an emergency bill and therefore
it is not a tariff bill.

Mr. SHEPPARD. Not at all, Mr. President.

Mr. THOMAS. Then I misunderstood the Senator.

Mr. SHEPPARD. I say it is an emergency tariff bill,

Mr. THOMAS. Then if it is an emergency tariff bill and the
duties are prohibitory in their character, the Senator is reduced
to the necessity of defending his support of it upon the ground
that it is an emergency bill and an emergency bill only, and
because it is an emergency bill he takes occasion in his support
to dedicate himself to the interests of agriculture henceforth
and forever.
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I am not questioning the Senator’s right. I am not question=
ing his purpose. What I am questioning is the pretense of at-
tempting to square it with the old-fashioned notions of the Dem-
ocratic Party upon this mighty subject; and I assert that if this
bill is good for an emergency and justifies Democratic support
because it is an emergency bill, then it is equally good for per-
manent legislation,

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo-
rado yield to the Senator from Kentucky ?

Mr. THOMAS, I yield.

Mr. STANLEY. This bill is either a revenue bill or it is
not, as the Senator from Texas has said. If it is passed for
the purpose of procuring revenue and does procure revenue,
then it ean not materially affect the price of agricultural prod-
ucts, because they will come in from abroad just as they did be-
fore; and if it is passed not for the purpose of procuring reve-
nue but for the purpose of laying an embargo, it is contrary to
every tenet of Democracy.

Mr. THOMAS. Oh, yes; the Senator from Kentucky is abso-
lutely right. But another argument to support those who on
this side of the Chamber advocate the bill is that agriculture
has been a neglected interest; that it has been diseriminated
against; and that agriculture will no longer submit to this dis-
crimination, but demands equal opportunities, and at least equal
rates of duty upon its products, so—as the Senator from Mis-
sissippi [Mr. Winrrams] said yesterday—that it may equalize
one system of legal spoliation by another.

Mr. President, I shall doubtless involve myself in some con-
troversy when I deny that agriculture has been discriminated
against, and parficularly in national legislation. The farmer
has always been considered and always will be considered, so
long as he Is politically potential, by the Congress of the United
States. Indeed, the Senator rebukes me for not knowing that he
was protected more than a century ago. I think those who con-
tend to the contrary must content themselves by the mere as-
sertion that he has been discrindnated against, Of course, if
by “discrimination” is meant that duties have not heretofore
been placed upon all agricultural products approximately equal
to duties placed upon manufactured products, then I concede the
aptness of the definition.

Mr. ASHURST. DMr, President, will the Senator yield at that
point?

Mr. THOMAS. Yes; I yield.

Mr. ASHURST. The Senator will admit that that has been
the general policy of the Government, has’ it not, to lay duties
on manufactured produets, but not on the products of the farm
and the field and the ranch?

Mr. THOMAS. It has until comparatively recently.

Mr, ASHURST. Especially since 1913,

Mr. THOMAS. Yes; and before then. It ought to be the
policy ; and those to-day who are contending for these duties on
the pretense of aiding the farmer are injuring the farmer be-
yond reparation.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr, President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. THOMAS. I yield.

Mr. STANLEY. Has the basic difference that existed be-
tween the Democratic Party and the Republican Party for the
last 100 years been a difference of principle, or a matter of dis-
affection or contest between thenr as to which should share most
bountifully in the plunder?

Mr. THOMAS. TIf has been until recently a matter of prin-
ciple, It has now become a scramble for plunder, and inasmuch
as the farmer is demanding his share in his organized capacity,
he has inspired much enthusiastic advoeacy of his cause on
both sides of this Chamber.

Mr, STANLEY. Will the Senator kindly yield again?

Mr. THOMAS. T yield; yes.

Mr. STANLEY. The admission that the farmer has been
discriminated against, in that he has not received his share of
the usufruct of protectionism, is in its last analysis an admis-
sion that the policy of protectionisnr is a beneficent thing, and
that the only fault Democracy now finds with it is the methods
of distribution of the plunder and the usufruct.

Mr. THOMAS. Oh, no; it is only beneficent as an emergency.
It is like good whisky: it is needed for a crying emergency.
We have departed from the old theory of a tariff for revenue
and free raw materials, and consciously or unconsciously ac-
cepting the Republican theory of protection for protection’s
sake, protection of everything, protection upon everything.

Now, if it Is good, if it is beneficial, if it is desirable, if it is
constitutional, let us say so; but let us not seek shelter behind
the pretense that the former has been diseriminated against
in a general scheme of public robbery, for that 1s what it is.




3236

e P —

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

FEeBrRUARY 16,

A good many years ago the Agricultural Departinent of the
Government was established for the benefit of the farmer. Tts
nsefulness has expanded. Bureaus under the jurisdiction of
that department have multiplied wuntil it has become very
largely a paternalistic institution. The Grange wus organ-
ized in 1874, and both parties made haste to get under the
granger tent, not only in Washington but in all the States of
the Union. I can remember when It was fashionable for candi-
dates in my country to wear overalls and old straw hats, to
speak ungrammatically, and in other respects to indicate by
imitation their loyalty to the cause of the noble granger.

Mr. WILLIAMS. And thelr contempt of the farmer.

Mer, THOMAS. In a way; yes. Sinee then we have had
organization upon erganization, and they never have knhocked
at the doors of Oongress in vain. The more strongly they or-
ganize the more vigorously they contend that they have been
discriminated against. That is true of organized labor. Any-
one who cares to read the preceedings of an organized labor
convention will discover the remarksable fact that organized
labor has been bitterly discriminated against in the Congress
of the United States, and they do hot propose to stand it any
longer. The same is {rue of other combinations; when popular
sentiment is faverable we hear the charge of discrimination
from them. They say now that they have been grievously dis-
eriminated against in the levy of our war taxes, and it is true.
Some of you gentlemen during the discussion of our revemne
laws contended that we were imposing the burden of war taxes
nupon organized wealth. Nominally we did o, the idea being to
fivor these classes now said to have been discriminated against;
yet every student of the subject knows that these huge taxes
which are imposed wupon the industries of the country are
transferred to the uitimate consumer and borne by the farmer,
by the laborer, and by other classes of our pepulation. Let
me say to you, Senators, that one of the prime causes of the
depression in agricultural products to-day is the cnormous tax
burden of the Government, levied primarily upon excess profits
and Income, but ultimately upon the productive energies of the
Nation; ‘and we are responsible for it.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me
at tmat pomt?

Mr. THOMAS. Yes.

Mr. ASHURST. Twenty-three thousand millionaires were
made by the war. I wish the Senator would give me the name
of a farmer who made a million dellars during the war,

Mr. THOMAS. I do not think I c¢an give the name of a
farmer who made a million dollars duaring the war.

Mr. ASHURST. And I do not think anybody else can.

Mr. THOMAS. Dut will the Senator base his vote upon a
vastly important legislative measure upon the fact that the war
made 23,000 millionaires, and not & farmer can be found among
them? I can not think he will.

Mr. ASHURST. Noj Mr. President, if the Senator will yield
to me. I only insist that when 28,000 men in other walks of
life disregard the law of God and man and steal the State and
the Nation blind, it i1l becomes the Senate and the House to
diseriminate against a class that showed itself to be honest.

Mr. TIFOMAS. Mr. President, this statement assumes that
we made these millionaires by legislation. Pretty nearly every
man in the United Stiates—there are some exceptions—who had
the oppertunity to profiteer during the war or before the war
or since the armistice did so, and I do net care whether he was
a farmer or not. I know that the Tarmers were clamoring for
the very highest prices they could get. They had a right to do
g0. I have heard the complaint made on this floor that if the
Government hiad not interfered to fix the price of wheat it
would have gone to §5, and that the farmer should have had it.
Vonld that have been profitegring or not? During the war
no opportunity was missed to sectire increased wages by the
organized labor of the country. Was that profiteering? The
average middle class prospéred hugely during the war. Some
of them became millionaires. Is that profiteering?

Mr, President, the diffculty is that we are prone, like the
Senator from Arizona, te single out a few of the conspicuous
instances of profiteering, and then draw deductions which as-
sume that they are the only ones who profiteered or made any
money during the war. There were fortunes made during the
war unlawfully and 1llegally. Such conduct is infamous, and
I will go as Tar toward denouncing it and seeking 'to correct
it as the Senator from Arizona will. I {do not propose, how-
ever, to aceept a new doctrine based upon the proposition thit
some men have profiteered unduly during the war, and that
none of them belong to a certain class.

Mr., WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I should like to
ask the Senator if he ever knew a farmer who made a million
dollars in time of peace?

Mr. THOMAS. Yes; I have known a few—a very few. I
think, however, it is the glory of the agricultural industry that
its followers belong to the middle elass, and are not conspicnous
in being overburdened with wealth. The institutions of this
country rest upon its great middle class.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr, President, will the Senator yield to me?

Mr. THOMAS. I yield,

Mr., ASHURST. I agree that they are the middle ¢lass.
They are between the upper and the nether milistones. They
are right in the middle.

Mr. THOMAS. Yes; that seems to be true just now.

Mr. REED. Mr., President——

Mr, THOMAS. They have anarchists and reformers and
God knows what upon ene side, and upon the other organizations
which are competing for public favors and for privileges from
the Congress of the United States, and getting them, and get-
ting them very largely, too, by Demecratic votes.

I yield to the Senater from Missouri.

Mr. REED., This middle class must eat, and I was about to
ask if this bill to increase the price of all they eat would be
a very great aid to them in getiing what they want to eaf.

Alr, THOMAS. Yes; they eat, but if I properly understand
the drift of the remuarks of the Senator from .Arizona, he pro-
poses now to enable the farmers to profiteer and make millions
themselves by levying toll upon this middle class which eats.
He abhers the idea of profiteering to the extent of millions,
unlkess opportunity be given to the farmer by law to indalge in
that unholy pursuit,

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo-
rado yield to the Senator from Kentucky? :

Mr. THOMAS. I yield.

Mr, STANLEY. Does not the Senator believe that if it is
true that many millionaires have been made in other businesses,
dishonestly made, by the unfair aid of the Govermnment in
using the taxing power for the personal aggrandizement of men
in industrial life, that now the Government is under a moral
obligation to continue the thievery by extending the benefit to
those who have not gotten in on any previous steal?

Mr. TIHHOMAS, Mr. President, ‘here is no such thing as a
moral obligation in publie life that I can perceive, and let
me say to the Senator from Arizona before he leaves the
Chamber——

Mr. ASHURST., I am merely going to the rear of the
Chamber. I will not leave while the Senator is speaking.

Mr. THOMAS. While it may be true, and probably is, that a
great many men were made millionaires during the war, they
form a very small proportion of the millionaires and multi-
millionaires who derived their profits from the operation of
these very tariff bounties which the Senator proposes to extend
to all men that everyone can enjoy them, and the only comfort
I get out of the situation is, that after everybody is protected,
and everybody has his hand in the pocket of everyboedy else, and
everybody can get rich under the law by plundering everybody
else, the privilege will cease tb be of valte to nmyone. The
Government may go to the devil in the meantime, but that is
an outside consideration.

Mr. WILLIAMS. May I ask the Senator, would it not be
a good deal like Tittlebat Titmouse's statement when he was
elected to Parliament, he would give everybody everything
without costing anybody anything?

Mr, THOMAS, I quoted Tittlebat Titmouse a day or two ago.
So far as the Senator from Texas is concerned, 1 veciprocate
his kindly feelings, and I regrel that what I sald coosed lim
any pain. But T have said niothing to take back. The Senator
has retaliated by calling attention to the fact that I was an
independent eandidate for the Senate angainst the regular Demo-
cratic nominee. That is true. I was tendered a nomination on
the primary ticket hy my own party, and I declined it. I @id so
because I was unable to accept the new Democratic doctrine
regarding the Nation's foreign relation®, I do not know whether
I would have been nominated or not had I accepted, and I do
not care; but I have not yet reached the point, Mr. President,
where I will accept even a Democratic nomination for the high
position of Senator of the United Btates if it involves a sacrifice
of principle and of my eonvictions of duty as I am given to see
it. I did afterwards become an independent candidate—not
much of a one; I did not get many votes—and I 'do not care
who Iknows my reason. Under the operation of the primary
laws of the State of Colorado the Nonpartisan Leagne of North
Dakota captured the organization of the party to which I be-
long. It nominated the principal candidates. The Democratic
nominee for the United States Senate was either silent about
or gave his adhesion to the Nonpartisan League. That vas
not very satisfactory to a great many Democrats, men who had
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theretofore acted and operated with the Democratic Party. To
induce those men to come to the polls and aid in defeating the
Nonpartisan League ticket, masquerading in the name of Demoe-
racy, I became an independent candidate, and I have no apolo-
gies to make for it. I would do it again to-morrow under the
same conditions, I shall continue, as long as I am able, physi-
cally and mentally, to take an active part in politics, to do what
I can to shield my party from such controlling influences. It
should never become the asylum of such undemocratic organiza-
tions as the Nonpartisan League.

If that puts me outgide the Democratie Party, well and good ;
I will accept the verdict. If the party is to be controlied by
such influences it is not fit to live, and no longer has excuse
for offering itself for the favorable consideration of the publie,
No party can live upon traditions. If it attempts to do so, it
first stagnates, and then dies. I see very little hope for its
future when I look around and see Democrats not only voting
for but actively supporting a measure like this, which is the
absolute negation of the fundamental principles of their party.
It is class legislation; it is diseriminatory legislation; it is
deceptive legislution; it is hypocritical legislation; it is legisla-
tion in the interest of the classes as against the masses; it is a
deliberate prostitution of the taxing power of the Government.
You propose to exercise it for the purpose of taking money
out of my poecket and putting it in the pocket of my neighbor.

Mr. WILLIAMS. And for the purchase of votes.

Mr. THOMAS. And for the purchase of votes. It is the
political power in the organizations behind this bill which is
forcing Senators upon both sides of this Chamber to get behind
it, with apparent enthusiasm at least. It will pass; yes. It is
political expedience ; so also is the $100,000,000 appropriation for
good roads to be placed on the Post Office bill by amendment.
It will pass; yes. Mr. President, what are we here for except to
carry out schemes of political legislation designed either to rob
the consuming public or the Treasury of the United States?
I do not know which is worse. We agreed to an amendment
to a bill the other day appropriating twelve or fifteen miliion
dollars for the building of hospitals for disabled soldiers, Be-
fore that left the Chamber it became redolent with the aroma
of the pork barrel, different localities eagerly competing for the
expenditure of that money for hospitals throughout the country,
with little regard for anything beyond the local advantage thus
attained.

Mr. President, I shall not protest this legislation again. In
the face of organized local demand, protest, however much de-
manded, is hopeless. Kphraim will join his idols. The Re-
publican revenue doctrine becomes supremely effective, and
the good work of class legislation goes merrily on.

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, I shall take only a few mo-
ments of the time of the Senate. I do not wish to delay the
passage of this bill, and I do not wish to prevent the Senate
_having an opportunity to vote not only on this bill but on other
important measures which are now pending before Congress.
I am studiously avoiding taking any time to discuss this meas-
ure. I have contented myself by asking a few questions only.

AMr. President, there is legislation pending before this body
and the House which is of great importance to the American
people; and I want to mention one measure to which the two
great parties are committed, and that is the cold storage bill.
The conference report upon that bill is now upon the table, and
it ought to be disposed of. In his opening speech at the Chicago
convention, the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr,
Lonce], the leader on this side of the Chamber, said he favored
such legislation. The leader of the Democratic Party, the dis-
tingnished gentleman from Ohio, Gov. Cox, said in his speeches
that he favored such legislation.

Mr, President, briefly, what is the history of the cold-storage
legislation which is now pending before this body? Nearly two
years ago bills were being considered in the Senate and in the
House. For 10 months the two bills have been in conference.
They have been considered, and all sides and phases of the
question have heen discussed. But, Mr. President, I find that
there is an effort now to defeat that legislation, and I am going
to talk very plainly this morning and tell the Senate and the
country who is responsible for strangling the legislation.

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, will the Senator explain just
where that proposed legislation is? Is it in the form of a con-
ference report on the bill?

Mr. GRONNA. Yes, Mr. President; nearly two years ugo
bills were introduced in the Senate and in the House providing
for cold-storage legislation. Hearings were held upon the House
and the Senate bills. Men interested in this question, the so-
called cold-storage men, appeared before the committees, and
the cold-storage men approved the Senate bill and the cold-
storage men approve this conference report which is now pend-
ing before the Senate, with perhaps only one or two exceptions.

But in the face of that I charge that the attorneys for the
packers are here now trying to defeat this legislation because
we have seen fit to include such articles of food as cured meats,

Mr. KENYON. Mr, President, T would like to ask the Sena-
tor, if the packers are here trying to defeat this legislation,
what is the use of wasting any time in trying to pass it?
They seem to be more powerful than the American Con ;

Mr. GRONNA. I agree with the Senator. I talked with one
of the attorneys this morning about this. I am one of those
who are willing to see the representatives of any organization,
of any civic or any business organization—and I shall not give
his name—but I asked him this question: “Are you opposing
the conference report on the cold storage bill?” e would not
give a straight answer, but he said he was not opposing the bill
as it passed the Senate. I told him that was not the question
before the Senate; that he knows, as every man knows, that we
either must vote this conference report up or vote it down.

I am making no threats, but I serve notice now that unless
the conference report on the cold storage bill is taken up, so
that we may have an opportunity to vote on it, it will not be the
only measure that will fail to pass at this session of Congress.
We have considered the measure for months and for years, and
now, because the attorneys for the packers come here and say
that we must take out cured meats, that we must extend the
period for precooling from 10 to 20 days, the measure shall fail,

Mr. KENYON. May I ask the Senator this question? I am
flooded with telégrams about the matter this morning and [
expect other Senators are. Has the Senator any suspicion that
the packers may have instigated the sending of the telegrams?

Mr. GRONNA. There is no doubt about it. I will say to the
Senator frankly that the butter people were here and they were
dissatisfied, but I th'nk we have convinced the butter people
that the bill is not going to hurt them,

The American people are entitled to two things: They are
entitled to food at reasonable prices, and they are entitled to
have food which is wholesome, and this bill will give those two
things, because the bill, if enacted into law, will outlaw the
food that has been in cold storage for more than 12 months,
and that simply means that all articles of food as enumerated
in the bill must be upon the markets inside of 12 months, which
pr?vents hoarding and which protects the people from exorbitant
prices.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the only protest I have received
on the cold-storage bill came from a party writing me a letter,
which I handed to the Senator yesterday, with reference 1o
frozen eggs. I have received no telegram, and I have received
no other letter. Not a single person has called npon me in
opposition to the conference report, and I have not understood

that there is any opposition to it. T have never heard that view _

expressed in the Senate Chamber, and 1 thought the Senator
was simply waiting until the pending bill is out of the way,
when the conference report may be ealled up.

Mr, GRONNA. I shall do that; and I am simply giving notice
now. I had a talk this morning with this attorney to whom
I have referred, and I observed that he was quite determined
that if the term * article of food ” is not changed there is going
to be trouble. I wish to read to the Senate the terms of food
as agreed upon by the conferees, to show that we are not trying
to favor the farmer:

Section 2, subsection (d). The term * article of food " means meat,
meat products, including all edible portions of food animals, poultry and

me, whether drawn or undrawn, fish, shellfish, oysters, and clams; if
resh, cooked, prepared, cured, or frozen;

2, Eggs or portions thereof if in sghell, dried, or frozen;

3. Butter, oleomargarine, lard, lard substitutes, butter and butter
substitutes, and cheese ;

4. Oils for food purposes; and

5. Milk, evaporated or powdered.

I desire to say that, so far as the farmers of the country are
concerned—and I believe I have a right to speak for them—we
do not want to dispose of farm products that are net edible
articles of food and wholesome. We are as anxious as any-
one can be to get goods to the consumer in a fresh condition.
We do not propose to let the middleman have the opportunity
to say that it is the fault of the farmer. The farmer is not
complaining because his products are included, and we have
included all the products of the farm in the bill.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, if I were the Senator, at the
first opportunity, when the pending bill is out of the way, L
would call up the conference report. It is a privileged ques-
tion, and I do not think he is going to find any opposition to it.
In fact, really, I do not know of anyone opposed to it. I have
not heard any Senator speak about it.

Mr. GRONNA. I am very glad to have the assurance of the
Senator from Utah.

Mr. SMOOT., I will assure the Senator from North Dakota
that so far as the Senator from Utah is concerned, he will help
him get the conference report up and help him pass it.
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Mr, GRONNA. I appreciate that. I am simply taking this
thing by the forelock because, as the saying s, a stitch in time
saves nine, and I do not want these people who have been so
snecessful in obstructing other legislation whicli this body has
passed to have the same opportunity to strangle this bill, not
only because the committee has for two years Dheen at work
upon it, but because the people of the United States are en-
titled to wholesome food at reasonable prices, and the bill will
help to do those two things. So I give notice now that just
as soon as the pending bill has been disposed of I ghall move
to take up the conference report,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The guestion Is on agreeing fo
the amendment of the committee, on which the yeas and nays
have been ordered.

My, JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I should like to
have the question stated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
pending amendment.

The ABSISTANT SECRETARY.
it is proposed to insert:

23, Milk, preserved or condensed, or sterilized b% heating or other
processes, including weight of immediate coverings, 2 cents per pound;
sugar of milk, 5 cents per pound.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll will bé called on
agreeing to the amendment of the commitiee.

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. ;

Mr. FERNALD (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Dakota [Mr.
Jomwsox]. I transfer tbat pair to the junior Senator from
Vermont [Mr. Pace] and vote “ yea.”

Mr. POMERENE (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. Cumaans].
I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr,
Smierps] and vote “nay.”

Mr. TOWNSEND (when his name was called). T have a
general pair with the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr, ItoBIxN-
gox]. I transfer my pair to the junior Semator from Maryland
[Mr. Fraxce] and vote * yea.”

Mr, WILLIAMS (when his name was called). Transferring
my general pair with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania
[Mr. PENRosE] to the senior Senator from Arizona [Mr, SyITH],
I vote “nay.”

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). I transfer my
pair with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Warsox] to the Sena-
tor from Oklahoma [Mr. Gore] and vote “ nay.”

Mr. GLASS. I transfer my pair with the senior Senator from
Illinois [Mr. SHERMAN] to the Senator from California [Ar,
PrEraN] and vote * nay.”

Mr. KENDRICK (after having voted in the affirmative). I
wish to state that I have a general pair with the Senator from
New Mexico [Mr. Fart], but I understand that he would vote
as 1 have voted. Therefore I feel free to vote and allow my
vote to stand.

Mr. LODGE (after having voted in the aflirmative). I have
a general pair with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. SanTa], who
I think has not voted. I transfer my pair to the Senator from
New Mexico [Mr. Farr] and allow my vote to stand.

The result was announced—yeas 46, nays 29, as follows:

On page 5, beginning in line 21,

YEAS—40.
Ball Gronna Lenroot Ransdell
Brandegee Hale Loﬂg Bheppard
Calder Henderson MceCormick Bmoot
Cafiper Johngon, Calif.  McCumber Spencer
Colt Jones, N. Mex, MeLean {;
Curtis Jones, Wash. McNary BSutherland
Dillingham Kellogg Moses ownsen
Elkins Kendrick Myers ‘Wadsworth
Eerna}:h Egnyun llgelaon Warren
Freiinghuysen yes oW
Gay Knox Phipps
Gooding La Follette Polndexter
NAYS—29,

Beckham Harrison Underwood
Boiah Heflin Simmons ‘Walsh, Mass,
Culberson Hitcheock Smith, Md Walsh, Mont,
Dinl Kirb Smith, 8. C Willlams
Fletcher McKellar Stanley Woleott
Gerry Overman Swanson
Glass Pittman Thomas
Harris Pomerene Trammell

NOT VOTING—21.
Ashurst Gore Page Smith, Ariz,
Chamberlain Johnson, 8. Dak., Penrose Smith, Ga.
Cummins King helan Watson
m‘ﬁ"' New Robinson
Fal Norris Sherman
France Owen Shields

So the amendment of the committee was agreed to.

ATESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE,

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. H,
Overhue, its assistant enrolling clerk, announced that the House
had disagreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill
(H. R. 15543) making appropriations for the legislative, execu-
tive, and judicinl expenses of the Government for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1922, and for other purposes; agreed to the
conference requested by the Senate; and had appointed Mr.
Woop of Indiana, Mr. Wason, and Mr. Sissoxy managers of the
conference on the part of the House.

The message also announced that the House had agreed fo
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the
bill (H. R. 11984) to increase the force and salaries in the
Patent Office, and for other purposes.

The message further announced that the House had agreed
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses to the amendments of the Senate to the
bill (H. R. 15130) making appropriations to provide for the
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1922, and for other purposes; that
the House had receded from its disagreement to the amendments
of the Senate numbered 32, 87, 39, 66, 70, 72, 91 to 122, inclusive,
140, 148, 149, 154, 162, 168, 189, 205, and 206, and had agreed
to the same; and it had receded from its disagreement to the
amendments of the Senate numbered 127, 132, 151, 193, 198, and
223, and had agreed to the same, each with an amendment.

ENROLLED BILLS. -

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the following enrolled bills:

H. R.12157. An act to amend an act of Congress approved
June 30, 1913;

H. R.138606. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
city of St. Paul, Minn., to construct a bridge across the Mis-
sissippi River;

H. R. 14311. An act to authorize the improvement of Red Lake
and Red Lake River, in the Siate of Minnesota, for navigation,
drainage, and flood-control purposes;

H. R.15011. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior
to offer for sale remainder of the coal and asphalt deposits in
segregated mineral land in ihe Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations,
State of Oklahoma;

H. R.15131. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge
across the Hudson River between the city of Troy, in the county
of Rensselaer, and the city of Cohoes, in the county of Albany,
State of New York;

H. R.15271. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
Majestic Collieries Co. to construct a bridge across the Tug
Fork of Big Sandy River, at or near Cedar, in Mingo County,
W. Va., to the Kentucky side, in Pike County, Ky.; and

H. R. 15750. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge
aeross the Little Calumet River, in Cook County, State of Illi-~
nois, at or near the village of Burnham, i1 said county.

REFUND OF INCOME TAXES,

Mr, SMOOT. Mr, President, on January 18, 1921, the Senate
passed a resolution, which had been infroduced by myself, call-
ing upon the Secretary of the Treasury for certain information.
It is now nearly 30 days since that resolution passed and yet
no response whatever has been made fo it. The resolution calls
for the following information:

The number of claims for refund, abatement, or credit
ments of income (including surtax), excess-profits
taxes for the years 1917, 1918, and 1919, now filed

tment or a.niy division thereof; the aggregate amount of su

claims and an estimated proportion of said aggregate attributable to,
first, erroneous assessment ; second, stock dividends; third, obsolescence
of war property; and, fourth, obsolescence of property of those whose
business was terminated by prohibition legislation ; the policy and basis,
together with methods of comftntatmn for allowances as to good will;
and as to whether a proper allowance for the claims so filed was made
in the finaneial reports of the Treasury Department.

Mr. President, if I am correctly informed by men who are em-
ployed in the Treasury Department, there is on foot at the
present time a plan to return to the liquor interests of the
United States $1,000,000,000 from the Treasury of the United
States under the rulings of the Treasury Department. If that
is 80, I think we ought to have a report upon the matter just
as quickly as possible. Therefore, I wish to give notice now that
if there is not a report made upon the resolution within a very
few days I shall ask the chairman of the Committee on Finance
to call a meeting of that committee, and I shall then ask the
committee to call before it the officials who have the subject in
hand. We shall then learn, perhaps, what is the true condition.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, I simply wish to say
in regard to the statements which have been made by the Sen-

ainst assess-
and war-profits
in the Treusur;

(i
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ator frem TUtah that $1,000,000,000 of exemptions under ‘the
ruling of the Treasury Department is a moderate estimate. I
am informed that the exemptions which will be granted, and
which the Treasury will eventually be called mpon fo pay,
amount to between two billion and four billion dallars. That is
the information that.comes to me under a ruling which has been
made by the Internal-Revenue Section of the Treasury De-
partment.

That ruling is as follows :

Under section 214 (a) B8 of the act, ““a reasonable sHowance for

m'li

obsolescen.
In this case reference is made to the first paragraph.of A. R. M, 84,
{mwidlnz ‘Some prac-

Bulletin 10-20, as follows:
“ The committee has considered the question of

tical formula for det value as of March 1, 1018, or of any other
«date, which uﬁlfht be conel u.appc{glng to in ihle ‘but
finds itself le to lay down a gga ¢ rule of dance for deter-
mining the value of Intangibles w would ‘be applicable in all cases
and under all circumstances. Where there is no estahlished market to
serve a4s g guide the question of value, even of tanglble assets, is one
Jm:fely of judgment and opinlon, and the same thing is even more true
of intangible assets, such as good will, trade-marks, trade brands, ete.
Howevyer, there are several methods of rea a conclusion as to the
value of in bles which the committee suggests may be utilized
broadly in passing upon rg.éestlons of valuation, not .to be regarded as
contrx':ufling, however, if better evidenee is presented in any specific

case,
and to T. B. R. 44 (ghown in earbon copy of the original, in the files,
in that part where gis for policy for allowance a8 to good will is
stated) :

M aéparture from whieh (the time rule of valuation) shomld be
allowed only when the deduction provided thereunder does not meet
the statutory requirement of reasonableness * * and, therefore,
when the ordinary rule does mot produce a reasonable result, the stat-
ate reguires that another and a reasonable methed be adup:ed in a par-
ticular case or class of cases.”

As I understand, -exemptions of taxes are being granted by the
Internal Revenue Bureau to brewers, to distillers, and to liquor
«dealers which in some cases amount to five times the sum
allowed to other corporations and individuals for good will; in
other words, Congress will have to Tace an appropriation for
exemptions amounting to $2,000,000,000 to be returned to dis-
tillers, liquor dealers, and saloon keepers of the .country.

I think it the duty ef the Finance Committee to .call the,
«Chief of the Internal Revenue Bureau before it and to ascertain
svhether, under the ruling of that bureau, the Treasury is going:
fo return these amounts to the liquor dealers and distillers of
the country, and the reason which they give for such nction.

In most instances the property owner, the taxpayer, is com-
pelled to sue for a return, but in this case, through a simple
ruling, the Treasury is going to be leoted to the extent at least
of $2,000,000,000. I think it is time Congress should asecertain
further facts in regard to the matter and stop this cosily:
practice. {

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION—ALEMORLAL,

Mr, REED obtained the floor.

Mr, GRONNA. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment?

Mr. REED. I yield.

Mr, GRONNA. Out of order, T present a memorial from the
Knights of Columbus of Minot, N, Dak,, and T ask that it may
be noted in the Recorp and properly referred. :

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will call the atten-
tion of Senators to the following rule of the Senate:

It shall net be in order to dnterrupt a .Senator having the floor for
the purpose of introducing ang‘memmﬁal, petition :&ft of a com-
mittee, resolntion, or bill, It shall be the duwi}a- ir 10 enforce
this rule without any point of erder hercunder made by a Benator,

Mr, GRONNA. T thought the Senator from Missouri was just
getting ready to proceed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ‘Senator from Missouri
has been recognized.

) I will yield the floor, and ebtain it afterwards.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missourd
now yields the floor, and the Benater from North Dakota may
present his memorial.

Mr. GRONNA. T present a memorial from the Enights of -
Columbus, of Minot, N, Dak., protesting against the enactment
of the so-called Smith-Towner educational bill, and ask that it
be referred fo the Committee on Education and Labor. T thapk |
the Senator from Missouri. | i

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The memorial will be referred
to the Committee on Edueation and Labor,

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL.

A mesgage from the President of the United States, by Mr
Sharkey, one of his secretaries, announced that the President
had to-day approved and signed the bill (8. 578) providing for
the survey of public lands remaining unsurveyed in the State
of Florida, with a view of satisfying the grant in aid of schools
made to said State under the act of March 3, 1845, and other

acts amendatory thereof, |

EMERGENCY TARIFF,

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R, 15275) imposing temporary duties
upen certain agricultural products to meet present emergencies,
to provide revenue, and for other purposes.

taf‘gg PRESIDING OFFICHR. The next amendment will be
| -

The Reinineg Crerx. The pending amendment of the com-
mittee is, on page 5, after line 23, to insert the paragraph now
mmmbered 24, as follows:

24, Wrapper tobaceo, and filler tobac¢co when mixed or packed with
more than 15 per cent of wrapper tobaceo, and all ‘leaf tobacco the
roduct of two or more countries or dependencies when mixed or packed
ogether, if unstemmed, $2.85 per pound; if stemmed, §3.50

per pound ;
filler tobacco not specially proyided for in this section, if unstemmed,

356 _cents per pound ; if stemmed,

, G0 eents per pound.
The term wra baeeo ns used in section :means that gquality
.of leat tobacco k

‘:vnﬁ'fchm.has the requisite color, texture, and burn, -an
18 of sufficient size for clgar wrappers, and the term filler tobacco
means all other leaf tobaecco.

AMr, SIMMONS. Mr. President, I realize that there is an
understanding, which this side of the Chamber earnestly desires
1o carry out, that there shall be a vote upon the bill some time
during the calendar-day. For that reason, while I feel it neces-
sary to place in ‘the REcorp certain data and to discuss two or
three of ‘the items that are of especial interest to my constitu-
ents, I shall try to do so with as little elaboration of argument
us is possible.

Mr, President, the argument has been repeatedly made in the
dliscussion that not only the tariff laws of the past but that
the existing laws upon that subject discriminate against agri-
culture and in the interest of manufactures, and that, as a re-
sult, most of the things the farmers make is upon the free list,
‘while most of the things they have to buy is upon the dutiable
list. That is the basts of many of the arguments made by those
‘Senators on this side of the Chamber -who propose to vote for
this iniquifous and undemoeratic piece of legislation. They
have discussed the bill upon the theery .fhat there are no duties
upon the preduets -which the farmer produces, while there are
exorbitantly high or prohibitive duties upen the preducts he
buys. This contention as respects the present tariff law is not
sustained by the facts. I do not mean to say that the present tariff
carries protective or primarily protective duties either for agri-
cultural or fer manufactured products, but I de mean to eay
that the present law carries tariff duties mpon agricultural
produets, where 4 duty «ean be of any benefit ‘whatsoever in
producing revenue or in afferding incidental protection, just to
the same degree and extent as it carries -duties upon manu-
factured articles where those duties will produce revenue and,

| at the same time, will afford that incidental protection avhich re-
|| sults Trom the imposition of tariff taxes whether imposed for

protection or for revenue.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Joxes of Washington in
the chair). In the absence of .objection, permission to do so
will be granted.

[The table referred to -will be found at the conclusion of the
remarks of Mr. Siaarons.]

Mr. ‘SIMMONS. Mr, President, there are about 75 agricul-
tural items includedl in this table wpon which there is a duty in
fhe present law, It is true that wpon some of our staple
products of agriculture there is no duty in the present law, but
as to those particular products, certainly as to most of them,
the production and exportations .of them are of such character
that -duties upon impertatiens would raise no revenue and could
not have any appreciable effect upon the price of the American
product. Notable among those products is corn, although corn
s included in this bill and o duty is imposed on it of 15 cents a
‘bushel—I ‘do not think there is a Senator in this Chamber, I do
not think there iz a Memniber of the House .of Representatives,
who believes that a duty upon corn can or will affect, one way
or another, the price of corn which is produced in this country
or that it will ralse any appreciable amount of revenue,

As has been said in the debates here, all the eorn imported
inte ‘this country during the years when importations have
been highest would not equal the amount of corn amnually

roduced in two counties in the great corn-growing State of
ois, From a knowledge of the Tacts rélative to the imports

| and from.a knowledge of the ameunt of corn produced in certain

counties in my State, I confidently state that our average annusl
importations of corn would not equal the quantity of cern grown
in three counties in my State, and my State Is not ecounted as
«one of the chief corn-growing States. There ig in the present
law no duty upon cern, but the Tarmer ean not complain that he
1s discriminated against on that aecount, because a duty upon it,
even though hie were asking for protection and wanted protec-
tion, and he is not, would -do him no good.
Mr. STANLEY. MMr. President——
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator yield to the
Senator from Kentucky?

Mr. SIMMONS. 1 yield.

Mr. STANLEY. The pending bill in the tobacco schedule
provides for a duty upon wrapper tobacco——

Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator will pardon me, I do not
wish to discuss tobacco just now. I would rather he would
wait; I will come to that later.

Mr. STANLEY. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I thought he
was discussing the tobacco schedule, and I wished to ask the
Senator a question in regard to it.

Mr. SIMMONS. No; I was speaking of corn,

Mr. STANLEY. Very well, I will wait.

Mr. SIMMONS. However, Mr. President, I will come to the
question of tobacco right now. There are certain tobaccos
raised in this country of a special grade and quality

Mr. STANLEY. If the Senator is going to discuss the tobacco
provision now, in the incipiency of his remarks, if he will permit
an interruption, I should like to ask him a question, for I
know how thoroughly versed he is as to every detail of the
measure. The bill provides a duty upon wrapper tobacco, and
further provides a duty on all leaf tobacco *the product of
two or more conntries or dependencies. when packed together,”
and on filler tobacco at 35 cents a pound if unstemmed and 50
cents a pound if stemmed. Is not that applicable only to cigar
tobacco? Is there any other tobacco that is covered by this
schedule except cigar tobacco?

Mr. SIMMONS. I will say, if the Senator will pardon me,
that the duty earried in the bill upon filler tobacco is the same
as that carried in the present law; that is, 35 cents a pound
on the unstemmed and 50 cents a pound on stemmed tobacco.
The only change from existing law in connection with this
selhiedule is with reference to wrapper tobacco, the duty on
which is raised from $1.85, as provided in the present law, to
$2.85, I think, in the pending bill.

Mr. STANLEY. But under the pending bill the duty applies
to cigar tobacco. Is there a duty upon any other kind of tobacco
coming into this country?

Mr. SIMMONS. In the present law?

Mr. STANLEY. Yes.

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes; there is.

Mr. STANLEY. I do not think there is any in this bill, if
the Senator will pardon me.

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes; there is a duty upon certain tobaccos
coming into this country that are not for wrappers.

AMr. THOMAS. Not in this bill

Mr, SIMMONS. In this bill?

AMr. STANLEY. That is what T mean. What T want to get
at is this: The bill provides an increased duty only for cigar
tobaccos.

AMr. SIMMONS. Yes.

AMr, STANLEY. As I understand, the peculiar type of tobacco
which is provided for in this bill is only raised to any extent
in ome small section of one small State.

Mr. McLEAN. Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator fronr North
Carolina yield to the Senator from Connecticut?

Mr. SIMMONS. It is not raised exclusively in that State,
but it is the purpose—

Mr. STANLEY. There is some filler tobacco raised in Penn- i

sylvania, I understand, and also in Wisconsin.

Mr, SIMMONS. Mr. President, the great bulk of the tobacco
raised in this country is of a grade which is not raised any-
where else in the world. The kind of tobacco which we grow
in North Carolina, South Carolina, Virginia, and I think Ken-
tucky is not imported into this country at all, while large quanti-
ties of it are exported. There are no importations but large
exportations, and, therefore, a duty upon importations would
be of no value to that class of tobacco farmers; but there are
sonie tobaccos grown in this country that are competitive.

AMr. STANLEY. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Carolina yield to the Senator from Kentucky?

Alr. SIMMONS. I yield.

Mr. STANLEY. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt
him further, I am not in favor of a duty upon any kind of
tobacco, ot any time, anywhere, although more than one-third
of all the tobacco produced in the United States is grown in
Kentuecky.

I wish to say, however, that the Senator is more generous
than he claims to be. The cigarette tobacco, the light tobaccos
that are grown in the Senator’'s State, tobacco grown in my
State, and the lighter leaf tobacco, comes into active competi-
tion with the cigarette tobaccos imported from South America
and from Turkey. They are used interchangeably. A duty upon
such tobaccos, upon cigarette tobaccos, and the lighter pipe tobac-

cos would in a way, possibly, give the appearance of a benefit to
the farmer who is producing them; but it would not be of any
real benefit, on account of the enormous quantity exported.
What I am driving at is that the argument that the Connecticut
tobacco should have increased protection on account of competi-
tion with Cuban tobacco is equally applicable to five times the
amount of tobacco that was ever grown in Connecticut in any
one year, for which we are not asking one cent protection.

Mr., SIMMONS. Mr. President, I think the whole tobacco
situation may be stated.in this way: Wherever there is any
tebacco of a kind and character that comes info direct compe-
tition with the kind of tobacep that is produced in this country,
under the present law there is a duty upon that tobacco; but
the great bulk of the tobacco that we produce in this country
is not of a character that is produced elsewhere, and the duty
upen it is of no benefit to the firmers who raise that character
of tobacco. Some types of tobacco, besides the Connecticut
wrappers, which are grown in this country, come in competition
with foreign types of similar character, and the duties of the
present law applies to them, but they constitute a small part
of our annual production.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr, President

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Carolina yield further to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr. SIMMONS. I do.

Mr. STANLEY. The point to which I am ealling the Sen-
ator's attention is the absolute unfairness of this measure, and
I am as strongly against it as the Senator is in that it does
not even pretend to be just in this tobacce schedule. It puts
an inereased duty upon cigar tobaccos alone, and I find no
place in it where there is any such increased duty upon the
lighter tobaccos that are imported in thousands of pounds.
For instance, we are importing about 3,000,000 pounds of
tobacco from Greece, Turkey, Mexico, and other countries, a
great deal of which is not cigar tobacco at all, and is not cov-
ered in this bill, as I understand.

My, SIMMONS. The Senator is in the main correct, but I
think he has the matter slightly confused. The provision in
the present bill increasing the duties on wrapper tobacco is
one that was presented by the Senator from Connecticut, and it
was intended to increase the existing duty upon a certain kind
of wrapper tobacco which is grown almost exclusively but not
altogether in the State of Connecticuf, and grown there under
cover. Under the present law that tobacco is dutiable at $1.85
unstemmed and $2.50 stemmed, and that is raised in this amend-
ment to $2.85 and $3.50, respectively.

Mr. STANLEY. I understand.

Mr. SIMMONS. If stemmed, it is raised to $3.50; unstemmed
to $2.85; so that the increase is $1 a pound.

Mr. McLEAN. Mr, President, if the Senator will permit

me——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Carolina yield to the Senator from Connecticut?

Mr. SIMMONS. I do.

Mr, McLEAN. I think the Senator from Kentucky has not
read this bill.

Mr. STANLEY. Yes; I have read this bill. I find nothing
in this bill touching any kind of tobacco except the cigar to-
baccos, and that is the information I was asking for.

Mr. McLEAN. It is the view that is now expressed by the
Senator from Kentucky that leads me to believe that he has not
read the bill. If he has, I do not think he understands it, be-
cause the old duty is retained——

Mr. SIMMONS. That is what I stated in the beginning.

Mr. McLEAN. The old duty is retained on all other kinds of
tobacco which comes in as filler tobacco. The definition of the
word “filler,” as the Senator will read, is that it means all
other leaf tobacco; so that there is a duty on everything that
is not used for wrappers.

Mr. STANLEY. Does not the Senator from Connecticut know
that the term “ filler tobacco™ is a technical term, and applies
to tobaccos that make the central part of a cigar, and does not
apply to a leaf tobacco that could be used for smoking or
cigarette purposes?

Mr. McLEAN. I should think so if the law itself did not
state that the term ¥ filler tobacco” means all other leaf
tobaeco.

Mr. STANLEY. That is, other leaf tobacco for cigar pur-
poses, as I understand; in any event there is no increased duty
upon leaf tobacco.

Mr. McLEAN. Oh, no; not at all. Anything that comes in
as a filler pays a duty of 35 cents, and it applies to all other
kinds of tobacco.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia.
cigar.

Mr. McLEAN.

Whether it fills a cigarette or a

Why, certainly.
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Mr, SIMMONS. Mr. President, I do not think there can be
any doubt about that. There is in the present law a duty that
is applicable to all kinds of tobacco, but the point I am making
is that only a very small proportion of the tobacco that is raised
in thig country is of a kind that is imported into this country,
and therefore the duty on tobacco under the present law is of
no benefit, was not expected to be of any benefit, and can not
be of any benefit to any tobacco grower, except the grower of
certain specific grades that are raised chiefly in Connecticut and
Florida. This smendment is introduced mot for the purpose
of changing the present law with reference to the duty on
tobaceo ordinarily and generally grown here, and of which there
are practically no immportations, or with reference to certain
gpecial types growa to limited extent in several States and
which comes in competition with foreign-grown tobaceo, but for
the purpose of raising the duty upon a particular kind of wrap-
per tobaceo grown chiefly in Connecticuf, and grown there, as
I stated a while ago, altogether under cover. It is a very high
grade of wrapper tobacco. It has shways carried under every
tariff bill a hizh rate of duty. Under the Republican tariff
and under the Democratic tariff this tobacco has borne a high
duty.

Mr. McLEAN, Yes.

Mr. SIMMONS. Baut that duty—and that is the peint I wish

to make—Is, in the nature of things, applicable only to a very
insignificant quantity of the tobacco grown in this country, be-
cause we do not import tobacco except of certain grades not
grown in this country to any considerable extent.
° Mr, McLEAN, Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon me,
I assume that the rate of $1.85 per pound was retained in the
Underwood bill, which was supported by the Senator from
North Carolina, because of the fact that tobacco is a luxury as
well as a necessity, and that the duty in part is defensible as a
revenue duty.

Mr. SIMMONS. Oh, undoubtedly tobacco is a luxury, and a
duty upon tobacco is a revenme duty, and the duoties imposed
upon tobucco in the first instance were revenne duties, because
we do Import quite a lot of a character of tobacco not prodaced
to any considerable extent in this country. Of the tobacco
gimilar to that which is grown principally in the State of Con-
nectient there were imports last year to the extent of §10,-

000,000, I believe. We do not raise eneugh to supply the demand
for that character of tobacco. It can not be grown except under
cover, as I understand, in the latitude of Connecticut. It
may be grown to some extent down in Flerida—I do not kmow—
and there may be some in Pennsylvania.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, if the Senator will per-
mit me to interrupt here, it is grown also to a very consider-
able extent, I am informed, in the State of Georgia—of an
excellent quallty, too.

Mr. MCLEAN. And in Florida.

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes. I am not complaining about the duty
on wrapper tobacco of the kind that is imported into this
country, although I can see no justification for the increase
asked for by the Senator from Connecticut, bDecause it is a
revenue duty; but what I am attempting to show here now is
that it is impossible to help the ordinary tobacco farmer in this
couniry by the imposition of a duty upon imports, because there
are no imports into this country of the kind of tobacco that is
generally grown. 3 )

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. We really export it.

Mr., SIMMONS. We export it In large quantities. Not one
pound of the tobacco that is grown in my State—and it is one of
the greatest tobacco-growing States of the Union—could be
helped or benefited by an embargoe duty upon tobacco, because
not one pound of that kind of tobacco i imported or will be im-
ported into this country; and the same thing is true of the
tobaceo that is grown in South Carolina and in Virginia, and I
ihink it is nlso very largely trune of the kind of tobacco that is
grown in Kentucky.

Mr, President, we have discussed wheat. The Senator from
North Daketa [Mr. McCumeer] thinks that a high duty upon
whent will be beneficial in the present condition. I do not
agree with the Senator. I do not agree that, even taking the
relatively abnormal importations of wheat at this time, enough
wheat is coming into this country to affect the price of the
domestic product. We produced about 790,000,000 bushels of
wheat during the last calendar year. We exported of that
206,500,000 bushels of wheat to January 1 of this year, while
the total imports from Canada during the past calendar year
did not exceed 38,000,000 bushels of wheat. Under these cir-
cumstances these Canadian imports were not competitive. They
were merely supplementary. Every bushel of it, or 8 equival-
ent of American wheat, and five times as many more bushels
were exported. You can not raise the price of the domestic

product—and this bill is confessedly and avowedly intended for
the purpose of raising the prices of domestic products—by shut-
ting out the relatively smmll amount of wheat cominz from
Canada—relatively small when compared either with our pro-
duction or exports. You can not benefit the farmer by that
plocess unless the importations coming inte the country are in
sufficient volume to affect the price of the domestic product and
raise it up to the price level of the foreign product plus the duty
that you impose upon it.

In the case of sugar, where we produce one half gs much as
we consume and buy the other half from abroad, if you put
a duty upon the half that we import the effect of that is to
raise the half that is produced in this couniry up to the price
of the foreign product plus the duty imposed upon it.

But in the case of wheat, where we import a negligible quan-
tity compared with our production and the exportatiens, it can
not be true that the exclusion of these relatively small importa-
tions could have the effect of appreciably enhancing the price
of the American product. :

As I said on another occasion in this discussion, if the 28,000,-
000 bushels of wheat that came in from Canada during the last
year have depressed the price of wheat in this country, then it
would follow that if 28,000,000 more bushels of wheat had been
raised in North Dakota last year than were raised in North
Dakotn and the entire crop of the United States had been in
that year increased by 28,000,000 bushels, that fact would have
depressed the price of wheat in thig country. In 1919 we raised
in this country over 200,000,000 bushels of wheat more than we
raised in 1920, but the price was higher in 1919 than it was in
1920. This shows that a mere increase in the amount of wheat,
whether that increase comes from importations from abroad or
from a larger crop, does not-affect the price in this country, be-
cause we have found & ready export market for every bushel of
wheat we raise in excess of our needs for domestic consumption.

Mr. President, under these circumstances it looks like a vain
thing to impoze a duty upon wheat, especially as that duty will
be aimed chiefly at our neighbor just across the border—Can-
ada—and probably will result in retaliation on the part of Can-
ada not only as to wheat exported from this country into that
coun%, but other articles exported from this country into that
coun -

It is very well known that we export to Canada very much
more than we import from Canada, and in a war of retaliation
between this country and our neighbor we will inevitably get
the worst of it, and we are inviting it when we impose a pro-
hibitive duty upon wheat.

It- is for these reasons, Mr. President, that the existing
law does not place any duty except a conditional duty upon
wheat, not for the purpose of discriminating against the farmer,
not with a view of not giving him the same treatment in the
disposition of tariff bounties that is given the manufacturer—
certainly that was not the idea of the makers of the present
tariff lnw—but because it was thought that under the cirenm-
stances reciprocal arrangements with importing countries would
be both in the interest of the growers of wheat and the country.

Mr, President, I assert that if we eliminate certain of the
great staple crops which we produce in this country far in
excess of the domestic demand, and with reference to which
we are on an exporting basig, and the price of which is con-
trolled and established in the markets of the world and in no
way affected by importations, should there be any, practically
all our remalining agriculinral products of which there are im-
portations in such quantities as to affect the domestic price or
afford revenue if taxed are on the dutiable list in the present
law. 'Of the 75 articles contained in the list T have presented
here showing the dufies imposed upon agricultural produncts, I
think 12 of them are included in the present bill. The difference
is that the present bill proposes to make these dutles praec-
tically prohibitive and to place an embargo upon the further
importation Into this country of the products involved.

Mr. President, I want also to put in the REcorp a statement
as to the extent to which the duties imposed in this bill increase,
not the duties contained in the present law but the duties im-
posed in the Payne-Aldrich law. - Senators have been reminded
frequently in these discussions that at the time of the con-
sideration of the Payne-Aldrich law the duties proposed in that
bill were so exorbitantly high that there was a revolt in thig
Chamber against the committee which brought in that bill, and
that revolt precipitated probably one of the most sensational
and in many respects one of the greatest debates that has ever
taken place in this Chamber, certainly during my 20 years’ mem-
bership. In that memorable discussion that great Republican
orator Tfrom Iowa, Senator Dolliver, led the assault and mar-
shaled against that Republican enactment all the puissant
powers of his analytical mind and unsurpassed eloguence. Tle
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did not suceeed, but he aroused the public mind and heart to the
inequities and the discriminations, the outrageous iniguities, the
shocking wrongs of the duties proposed in that bill, and his
overwhelming indictment and denunciation took lodgment in
the conscience and minds of the people of the country, irrespec-
tive of party afliliations, irrespective of party sympathies, irre-
spective of prior views with regard to tariff principles, and
largely out of the seed thus sown grew the fruitage of the great
victory that overwhelmed the Republican Party in 1912 and
placed the Democratic Party in control of the affairs of the
Government, with a mandate so urgent that it at once proceeded
to remedy those wrongs by reducing those outrageously high
tariff taxes imposed by that law upon the people of this country.
And, Mr. President, that party, expelled from power in this
country in 1912 because, and almost solely because, of the revolt
in the Republiean Party and the country against the iniqui-
tously high rates of the Aldrich bill, now forgetful of the past,
upon its advent to power seizes the first opportune moment to
come forward with a proposal to lay upon the backs of the
people burdens compared with which those of the Payne-Aldrich
bill would seem light.

Mr. President, having said this much about the Payne-Aldrich
law I want to call the attention of the Senate to the extent to
which this bill proposes to increase the Payne-Aldrich rate of
duties—not the dutles of the existing law, but the Payne-
Aldrich duties—on the commodities embraced in its provisions.

They say these increases are to meet an emergency. Senators,
be not deceived. It means more than that. It is a forecast of
the character of the general revision we may expect at the extra
session. There will be no question hereafter, as in 1909, about
whether the rates are raised or lowered, whether the revision
is one upward or one downward. This bill can not fail to indi-
cate to the countiry that the rates of taxation to be imposed
upon the people in the forthcoming general revision of the tariff
are to run on parallel lines with those in this bill, and while
they may not dare to make them quite so high their objective
will be prohibition rather than readjustment of duties in the
interest of the American producer of competitive commodities.

Mr, McCUMBER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Carolina vield to the Senator from North Dakota?

Mr. SIMMONS. I yield.

Mr. McCUMBER. Can the Senator tell me how it was, with
such a pure and good law as the Simmons-Underwood tariff
law, which was then in existence, and which was taking care
so well of the public interest, that we had such an overwhelming
change, and the people put in a high tariff Republican majority
at the election in November? Even as good as it was, it seems
to have failed to satisfy the American public.

Mr, SIMMONS., Mr. President, the Senator knows, every
man of ordinary intelligence in this country knows, that the
tariff was not the issue in the last campaign; it was not dis-
cussed except oceasionally; it was not thought of by the people
when they were making up their minds as to how they should
vote. It had no influence at all upon the result of the recent
election. If the campaign had been on the tariff and domestic
questions, as in 1912, there would have been, I confidently be-
lieve, a different result.

But let me read those rates. On wheat, the first item in the
bill, the duty proposed is 60 per cent increase over the Payne-
Aldrich rate. On beans the duty proposed is 167 per cent
jnerease over the Payne-Aldrich rate. On shelled peanuts the
duty is 200 per cent increase over the Payne-Aldrich rate
and on unshelled peanuts 500 per cent increase; on cottonseed
and soya-bean oil, an increase from free to 20 per cent ad
valorem : on lambs, an increase of 33 per cent over the Payne-
Aldrich rate; on sheep, 33 per cent increase; on fresh meat, 33
per cent inerease; on wool, first class, unwashed, 36 per cent;
washed, 36 per cent; scoured, 36 per cent; second class, un-
washed 25 per cent; washed, 150 per cent; scoured, 25 per cent.
On sugar—and I am now speaking of the original committee
amendment—there was proposed an increase of 199 per cent for
sugar of T56° test, and for each additional degree there is
an inerease until upon the refined sugar it amounts to 189 per
cent over the Payne-Aldrich rate.

Mr. HARRISON. 1 did not eateh the figure which the Sena-
tor gave with reference to washed wool. What is the increase
on washed wool over the Payne-Aldrich rate?

Mr. SIMMONS. On unwashed wool, second class, it is 25
per cent, and on washed wool it is 150 per cent.

Mr. HARRISON. One hundred and fifty per cent increase
over the Payne-Aldrich rate?

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes. On all grades of molasses there is an
inerease of 200 per cent over the Payne-Aldrich bill; on butter
and butter substitutes, cheese and cheese substitutes, an increase

of 33} per cent; and an increase in the case of tobacco wrappers,
stemmed, 40 per cent, and unstemmed, 54 per cent. Then there
is an increase of 860 per cent on raw cherries.

We have heard a great deal lately about the necessity for
passing hurriedly a new tariff bill because the enormous in-
crease of importations, as it is charged, is threatening domestie
industries. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr, McLeAN] a few
days since intimated that the industrial life of the country was
menaced by these, as he alleges, excessive importations, and if
we are to preserve our industries’ life as we have preserved our
liberties agajnst the assaults of Germany and the Central Pow-
ers, it is necessary that we should at once put up the bars and
arrest these inundations of foreign products that are under-
mining and destroying the prosperity and menacing our in-
dustrial independence, and even existence. There is not the
slightest foundation in the facts of the situation for these
gloomy assumptions and forebodings of the Senator. Let us
consider the facts with reference to importation into this coun-
try of foreign commodities.

We always have to consider importations in the light of ex-
portations. I make the broad statement now, and I shall at-
tempt to establish its verity by the citation of official statistics
showing that comparing 1914, the last full year before the war,
with 1920 there has been a relative decrease in importations, as
compared with exportations, of at least three to one.

It was unfortunately true that for a long stretch of years
this country pursued a policy of industrial isolation. Our coun-
try developed and grew, but it developed and grew slowly. It
was not until after the Spanish-American War that the United
States found itself and awakened to a realization of the fact
that it was not only a great world military power but that there
was before it a future in the industrial world which, if prop-
erly taken advantage of, would rapidly advance it to the front
ranks of the great industrial nations of the earth. Who first
saw that? The man upon whose mind first dawned that mag-
nificent vision of the future potentialities of American trade
and industry was the author of the McKinley law, who was at
that time the greatest exponent and champion of the protective
system in the world. To-day his name, more than that of any
other man in our history, is linked with the idea of a protective
tariff. He was the first man who saw it clearly and in ths full-
ness of its potentialities.

Blaine had a glimpse of it when, while Secretary of State, he
proposed certain reciprocity arrangements in the tariff measure
then in the making. He saw the handicap of industrial isola-
tion, and he proposed, supposedly against the views of his chief,
President Harrison, a reciprocity arrangement in the tariff law
of 1890. It was said, as a part of the history of that
episode, that he appeared before the Finance Committee and
urged that certain reciproeity provisions be put in the tariff
bill that that committee had under consideration in order that
the bars that had been put up against foreign trade might be let
down in particular instances in the interest of our foreign trade.
It is said that when unsuccessful in his appeals to that commit-
tee, with that energy that characterized him, he violently beat
upon the desk, knocking in his hat which lay there, making the
vehement declaration that there was not one line or syllable
in the bill that would open to the American producers the mar-
kets of the world for the sale of an additional bushel of wheat
or pound of meat. This episode did not, as reported in the
press, take place in the committee, but in an unofficial conference
upon the subject. Blaine, I say, had only a glimpse—visualized
the possibilities—but MecKinley recognized, when the Spanish-
American War was won, that at last the day and hour had come
for America to cast off the fetters of provincialism and go for-
ward to her rightful position of industrial supremacy. That
was the inspiration of that great address delivered by him at
Buffalo just before his assassination.

Mr. President, we have gone forward, e have gone forward
in world trade until to-day our exports exceed our imports over
$3,000,000,000. Every year there comes into America to stay
here, to further enrich its 105,000,000 people, £3,000,000.000 of
foreign money in excess of what we send away to buy foreign
products. In this condition of things the Republican Party
now says: “Let us cut down imports; let us put the knife deep
into the very roots and foundation of this vast export traffic;
let us erect a barrier that will effectively check these imports,
that will act in some cases as a check and in some as an em-
bargo; let us keep them out altogether in some cases and in
others reduce them to a minimum.” If that policy is to prevail
what will become of our vast surplus products of wheat, cotton,
tobacco, and so forth, which we export and which makes their
production here on a large seale profitable and possible?

I say to you, my fellow Senators, that our importations, which
are primarily the basis of our exports, are now at the point
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where they are not sufficient to sustain our present great export
trade. TUuless they are increased, our export trade, already
checked, is going to suffer further and disastrous diminution.
We can not maintain it otherwise, especially in the present con-
dition of the world. How can we do it? How can any country
in the world, in the present condition, continue to buy from us
billions of dollars more than we buy from them, and live, not
to say prosper?

The whole world is heavily indebted to us, especially our chief
customers. We have drained them of their gold; their credit
is shaken; and now it is proposed to cut off their only remain-
ing means of paying us for the goods we wish to sell them, and
which we must continue to sell them if we are to prosper and
grow as we should. Will not such a policy throw away the
greatest opportunity ever vouchsafed to a Nation?

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Carolina yield to the Senator from Oklahoma?

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly.

Mr. OWEN. I desire to call the Senntor’s attention to the
fact that with approximately $20,000,000,000 due to the people
of the United States, including our Government, there is an
invisible interest charge of at least 5 per cent on that amount,
which will make $1,000,000,000 in addition to the $3,060,000,000
to which the Senator has referred,
~ Mr, SIMMONS. Undoubtedly. The import sltuation can not
be undermined without at the same time undermining the export
situation. Our imports ean not be reduced below the present
level without reducing our exports in larger proportion. Always,
Mr. President, the prosperity of this country has got to rest, as
it rests to-day, as it has rested during the last decade, the
grealest era of its progress—always, I say, in the future as in
the period of our great world progress, our prosperity rests and
depends upon the volume of our exports. Undermine our ex-
port trade, deliberately adopt a policy that inevitably leads to
their roinous curtailment, and we will have idle fields, smoke-
less factories, and industrial retrocession and contraction will
take the place of progress and expansion.

It is gaid if imports be reduced the farmer here and there,
the man engaged in this industry and that industry here or
there will be enabled to make a little more money, charge and
get a little higher price for his product because he will have no
foreign competition, I say that if we pursue a policy that will
drastically and inevitably reduce our exports we will put an
end for the time being to industrial expansion; and God knows
we do not want to see that. We rather, I think, want to see
industries, whether field, mine, or factory, multiply and grow
and expand. They are not grown; they have not yet reached
the full measure and stature of development. We want to see
them continue to grow. But if we adopt the policy of restriction
contained in this bill and proclaimed by the party in power, as
surely as the night follows the day we will not only stop further
expansion of our manufacturing and agricultural activities but
we will restrict present activities and operations along all lines
of endeavor.

Mr. President, I have said—and these remarks are prelimi-
nary to the figures which I propose to submit to this body—
that I propose {o present official figures showing that there had
been no such inerease in imports as that asserted in support
of the suggestion that we must at once put up the barriers to
the further introduction of foreign products.

First, Mr, President, I wish to present to the Senate a state-
ment of facts as to the imports and exports from Europe during
the fiscal year 1920 as compared with the fiscal year 1014, I
have selected the year 1914 because that was the last full year
before the war, and I have selected the year 1920 because that
is the first full year during which tariffs could begin to have
their full effect since the war.

Our importations from Europe in 1920 were $1,179,000,000,
in round numbers., The importations from Europe to this coun-
try in 1914 were $805,000,000. Subtracting the Imports from
Europe of 1914 from the imports of 1920, we have an increase
of imports during those six years of only $284,000,000. That is
an increase of only a little over $45,000,000 a year.

Our exports to Europe in 1920 were $4,864,000,000, while our
exports to Europe in 1914 were $1,486,000,000. Subtracting the
one from the other, it shows that during those six years our ex-
ports to Europe increased $3,378,000,000; in other words, put in
percentages, the increase in the imports from Europe to this
country from 1914 to 1920 were 31 per cenf, and the increase in
exports from this country during that period was 227 per cent;
a 31 per cent increase in imports against a 227 per cent increase
in exports. Does that call for a further reduction of imports
from Kurope? Does that suggest a studied policy to reduce im-
ports from those countries? Does it not rather suggest that if

some means are not devised by which Europe may buy more
largely from us than she bought in 1920 w: may in the near
future, with absolute certainty, expect a disastrous slump in our
sales to Europe? It will be inevitable,

We have heard much in these discussions about South America
as a dangerous competitor. We have been reminded of the
alleged cheapness of South American labor and its more favor-
able soil and climatie conditions and the like advantages over us,
and we have been assured that her products are pouring into this
country in ruinous volume, threatening, unless we restrict or
exclude them, to undermine agricultural interests in this country.

Mr. President, I wish fo present to the Senate some figures
making the same comparison for the same two years, with refer-
ence to our import and export trade with South America, as I
have given with reference to Europe. I will not read the figures
in full. The result, however, generally, is this: That from
1914 to 1920 our imports from South America increased at the
rate of 280 per cent and our exports to South America increased
at the rate of 294 per cent. There is nothing wrong with that
from an economic standpoint. If there is any portion of the
world that probably could compete more successfully with us
than any other, it is possibly South America.

In North Ameriea, including Canada, by reason of conditions
which it is not necessary for me to stop now to analyze, the
increase has been a little against us. During the period named
the increase in imports from North America, which includes
Cuba as well as Canada, has been 247 per cent in imports as
against 209 per cent in exports, although our exports increased
over $48,000,000 more than did our imports,

Everybody Enows that the chief increase in imports from
North America has been due to the enormous increase in this
country in the consumption of sugar and the products of sugar
during that period of the great increase in our importations of
sugar from Cuba, a considerable part of which was refined here
and reexported. Eliminating these sugar imports, our exports
to North America have increased much more rapidly than our
imports.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Do those imports include the sugar
we imported, refined, and reexported?

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes; they do. It is cCifficult to eliminate

that.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Then, if it is not eliminated, finally
our exports exceeded our imports, possibly.

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes; as it is our exports for 1920 exceeded
our imports from North America by about $150,000,000.

Mr. President, the Republican Party and those Democrats
who desire increases in duties upon agricultural produects have
in the hearings and discussions on this bill rung the changes
in condemnation of the alleged dangerous inerease in importa-
tions into this country from Asia. I bhave heard more of it in my
State, probably, than the average Senator has heard in his, be-
cause we raise some peanuts in my State, and some peanuts
come here from Japan and from China, and my people have be-
gun to think that they are being driven out of business by the
cheap peanuts and peanut oils of Asia. .

It may be that labor in Asia is comparatively cheap, a fraction
of what it is here; but these products—peanuts and peanut
oil—have been so in demand in the markets of the world
that the prices at which they have been selling in the coun-
tries to which they were exported bear no relation to the
cost of production if that is as cheap as is claimed. The pea-
nuts that have been exported from Asia, however cheaply they
may have been produced, have commanded in recent years a
relatively high price in this market and in the markets of the
world. I will discuss this subject somewhat in detail later,

Let me give now the fizures with reference to our trade with
Asia. The table I present shows that the increase of imports
as compared with exports—ecomparing 1920 with 1914—was as
follows: Increase of imports, 363 per cent, while increase of
exports was 403 per cent, showing that our exports increased
more rapidly than our imports.

In conclusion I want to give the relative imports and exports
from this country in 1614 and 1920, not to and from any par-
tien}ar country or group of countries, but to and from the whole
world.

In 1920 our imports from the outside world amounted to
$5,238,000,000, In 1914 our imports from the outside world
amounted to $1,893,000,000, the gain of 1920 over 1914 being
$3,344,000,000.

During 1920 our exports to the outside world amounted to
$8,111,000,000, and in 1914 to $2,364,000,000; the gain of 1920
over 1914 being $£5,746,000,000.

Those amounts reduced fo percentages show that our imports
for 1920 compared with those of 1914 from the outside world
increased 176 per cent, while our exports for the same period
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of time, making the same comparison, increased 243 per cent.
That is, the balance of trade in our favor in 1914 was $470,-
000,000, while in 1920 it was $2,872,000,000, an increase in our
favor of over $2,400,000,000. This demonstrates what I stated
in the beginning—that a comparison of our total imports and
exports in 1914 and in 1920 shows that the relative increase
of the imports to this country has been very much less than
the increase in the case of the exports from this country.

Mr. President, I dislike very much to detain the Senate so long;
but it is absolutely necessary that I shall devote a short time,
before I conclude my remarks, to the discussion of some comi-
modities contained in this bill that are produced very largely
in my State and section of the country, and with respect to
which fhe farmers of my State, as in these other Bouthern
States, have, I fear, been somewhat misled by the false and un-
founded sfatements and fallaclous arguments that have been
made with respect to the effect of foreign importations upon the
market price of their products, and with respect to the effect
that these proposed tariff rates upon these products will have
upon domestic prices.

The one issue involved in this legislation is, Will these duties
by checking or stopping importations raise the price of the agri-
cultural products sought to be protected? If they will not have
that effect, then the groundwork and the foundation of this bill
are gone, because its advocates base their support of it purely
upon the ground that the farmer is in distress, and that these
duties will restrict, if not cut off, these foreign Importations,
and that that will enhance the price of the domestic products—
that is, they base their support of this measure upon the ground
that the low prices of agricultural products at this time is due to
inereased and excessive importations. Now, if these low prices
are not due to importations, these duties, though they curtail

or stop importation, will not have the effect of raising the price.-

of farm products, and unless they will enhance these prices
the reason for the duties and for the legislation must disap-
pe

%e people of my State raise peanuts. The growing of pea-
nuts is a very important industry in this conntry. It is quite an
important industry in a part of my State. The production of
peanuts here, as in the world, is confined to small areas. They
are not a erop of general production. They are a crop that is
confined, by reason of soil and climatie requirements and adap-
tation, to relatively limited portions of the countries of pro-
duction. -

The farmers of my State have been led to believe that there
are coming into this country at this time, and have been coming
for some time, especially during the past six or eight months,
enormous guantities of peanuts from Japan and China. They
have been told that these peanuts are raised by labor paid G or
8 cents a day, and that they are sold at give-awny prices. As
I said & while ago, some peanuts have come In from these
countries: but, as a matter of fact, whatever may be the labor
costs in China or in Japan or in British India—for some colue
from British India—ivhen they get to the ports of this country,
by reason of the fact that there is an active demand, conpled
with a shortage of peanats in the world, they command a price
very nearly equgl to the price of the American product.

There has been an immense amount of downright falsifying
of facts in connection with the propaganda in behnlf of this
lezislation. By reason of liferature sent out among the farmers
‘of my State they have gotten the idea that during the last
crop year, 1919-20, there were imported into this country
95,000,000 bushels of peanuts, whereas in that year there were
omly about 85,000,000 bushels grown in this country.

Upon an examination of the statistics upon which these fix-
ures are based, I find that they have confused peanuis as a
distinet article of commerce with the peanut oil which is im-
ported, and that this confusion results from the statisticians in
their calenlations converting the peanut oils imported into their
equivalent of peanuts.

AMr. SMITH of Georgia. Does the Senator mean the amount
of oil similar to peanut oil, made from some other commodity,
imported into this country?

Mr, SIMTMONS, No; I mean in the statistics the peanut oil
is converted into its equivalent of unshelled peanuts, and that
amount is included in the statement of the amount of peanuts
imported into this country.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. The oil itself was imported?

AMr. SIMMONS. The oil itself was imported into this country.
They converted the oll into its equivalent of peanuts, and added
the actual peanut importation to these peanuts required in the
production of the oil imported and reached an aggregiate of
25,000,000 bushels. The amount of peanuts imported was about
5,000,000 bushels, and the peanuts required in the production of
the peanut oil imported amounted to about 20,000,000 bushels,

and by converting the ofl into terms of bushels of peanuts re-
quired to produce that quantity of oil and adding that to the
unshelled peanuts arrived at the misleading statement of the
annual importation of peanuts. The Tariff Commission’s re-
ports show this to have been the method of caleulation. I attach
table in commission’s report.

- Peatute—Summary table.

[Imports include shalled peanuts and Eleanut oil, as well as unshellad paanuts, The
“7 flrst two have been converted to the oquival.mt of unshelled ppc?nuts.l
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Ar., SMITH of Georgla. They estimated in peanuts them-
selves the quantity of oil brought in?

Mr. SIMAMONS. CQCertainly; that is it

Afr. President, the actual imports of peanuts into this country
during the crop year of 1019 were, according to the report of
the Tariff Commission, something less than 5,000,000 bushels;
but the erop of 1919 was 13,000,000 bushels short of the crop of
1918, so that the importations of peanuts did not equal the
shortage in the crop.

What happened by reason of this shortage and these rela-
tively small importations? The peanut supply of this country
was inadeguate to supply the demand; and It could not be in-
creased by further importations, because, on account of world
shortage, they were not to be had elsewhere. Bix million
bushels of peanuts is one-half of China’s and Japan's exportable
peanut production. There is no country in Europe that com.
mercially produces peanuts, so far as I know, and yet Europe's
demand for peanuts is enormous,

Great Britain and Germany imported last year fifteen times ns
many peanuts as we imported. France generally takes all the
peanuts grown in British India and in the peanut regions of
Africa, Generally Europe has taken practieally all the exportable
peanuts grown in China and in Japan, and in practically every
country except this. China, where peanuts are a staple ar-
ticle of diet, generally imports many more peanuts than it
exports. Last year we bought all we could. We lad an ex-
troordinary shortage here. Our erop was 13,000,000 bushels
ghort, as I said, of the previous year. Because of this shortage
and the great demand the crop of last year, together with the
importations, was barely sufficient to supply the demand for
confections, peanut butter, and so forth, This demand was so
great and prices so high In the fiseal year 1910-20 that the
peanut-oil manufacturers in this country, finding that they
could not afford to convert peanuts Into oil beeause of the high
prices demanded in the confections frade and in the peanut-
putter trade, and finding that they could not get the necessary
peanuts at sufficiently low prices from anywhere in the world to
erush for oil, closed their mills. Practicaily all of them closed
down and many installed machinery for hulling and grading
peanuts and went into the business of selling the nut instead of
crushing it for oil.

Mr, President, if I ean lay my hands upon the report of the
Tarlff Commission, I need only to read from that to corrobo-
rate my statement. I have found it. That report says:

The confectlon demand, the short crop, and the light Imports of the
preceding year csused prices to remain so high during 101 -20 that
one large class of consumers—the oll millers—was put out of business,

Again, the Tarifi Commission report says:

The high prices prevailing for the 1019 crop made prohibitive the
crushing of peanuts for oil. Most of the large mills put in shellin
and grading machinery and sold their peanuts to the manufacturers o
candy, peanut butter, and salted peanuts. * <+ * Oniy the broken,
uhrive'led, and damaged nuts, which were not salable for any other
purpose, went into the oil presses. Small mills which had no shelling
and grading machinery generally had to abandon the peanut industry.

They had to abandon it, Mr, President, because of the short
crop here, and because they counld not find these nuts elsewhere
to make up that shortage. Even had there been a full crop in
that year, there would not have been enough to more than

adequately supply the demand for those purposes.
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It is said we import quite an amount of peanut oil which
comes in competition with our cottonseed oil. Agreed; but
what was the cause of those imiportations? About 20,000,000
gallons of that oil, as I now remember it, came in during the
erop year 1919-20, chiefly from Japan and China, but it did
not more than supply our demand, because we made but little
peanut oil in this country that year for the reasons I have
given, and which the Tariff Commission gives in the report from
which I read.

Peanut oil has come to be extensively used here in the manu-
facture of oleomargarine, sardine packing, medicinal emulsions,
and so forth. It has largely taken the place here and in
Europe of other oils in the making of oleomargarine. They
formerly used cottonseed oil, not only here but in Europe, to a
certain extent for that purpose, but peanut oil is supposed to
be so far superior to cottonseed oil for that purpose that
Europe has practically abandoned the use of cottonseed oil for
making oleomargarine and uses peanut oll, although peanut oil
generally sells for 5 cents a pound more than cottonseed oil.
Likewise in recent years we have used peanut oil extensively in
making oleomargarine. Indeed, we have almost stopped using
cottonseed oil for that purpose.

The Tariff Commission report states that in 1918 or 1919,
the last statistics I have seen, only from 2 to 5 per cent of
the oil used in the making of oleomargarine was cottonseed
oil. Other oils are used, chiefly peanut and cocoanut oil, because
they are deemed better adapted for such purpose. If the
cottonseed-oil industry has suffered by reason of this change, it
is a case of where a more acceptable article, one which ap-
peals more to the people, has been discovered for the making
of this substitute for butter. Upon this subject the Tariff Com-
mission says since only from 2 to 5 per cent of the domestic
production of cottonseed oil has been going into oleomargarine
the substitution of other oils, if complete, would not be serious
to the cottonseed-oil interests.

Mr. President, during the calendar year 1920 there were,
as I said before, imported into this country about 5,000,000
bushels of peanuts. I want to call attention to the significant
fact that though much the larger part, indeed more than
eight-tenths, of the importation of these peanuts into this
country came in during the first six months of that ealendar
year prices were maintained. During the first six months
of 1920 over 4,000,000 bushels of peanuts came into this coun-
try, and during those six months there was practically no
decline in the price of peanuts. During the last six months,
including December, our imports of this commodity were less
than a half million bushels, but notwithstanding that fact
there was a gradual decline in the prices, beginning contempo-
raneously with the decline in imports, until the price of peanuts
went down to about 8 cents a pound in December. There
can be no stronger proof than these facts furnish that the
decline in peanuts now complained of and sought to be remedied
by excluding imports was not brought about and is not in any
way attributable to importations,

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Carolina yield to the Senator from Georgia?

Mr. SIMMONS. Let me make this point clear. Mr. Presi-
dent, it is contended that the drop in the price of peanuts is
the result of importations of foreign peanuts, and yet the statis-
tical tables to which I have referred—which are official, and
which I shall put in the ReEcorp as an appendix to my remarks—
show that during the six months when we imported 4,000,000
bushels of peanuts the price was maintained, and it was only in
August, the beginning of the last five months, In which we
imported only a small amount of peanuts, that the decline began
and continued until the last day of the year. I believe, at the
risk of tiring the Senate, I will read those figures, because they
are so illuminating and so completely answer the contention
that the decline in prices of this commodity is due to excessive
importations.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. It was just on that subject I wanted
to call the Senator’s attention to a faet. It has been claimed
that there have been soy beans brought from Japan and
China—

Mr. SIMMONS. Soy beans?

Mr, SMITH of Georgia. Manufactured into this oil, which
bean has exactly the same effect as the peannt itself in destroy-
ing our peanut market. I wanted to hear from the Senator
on that.

Mr., SIMMONS. The Senator can trust me to take care of
that when I reach it later.

Mr. President, I have a table of the imports of peanuts, by
months, for the last six months of 1919 and 1920. The figures are
striking and significant in connection with the statement that

is being circulated in my State, and which has been made in the
hearing and discussions of this subject, that peanuts have for
months been coming in in unheard-of volumes from across the
water, and that in the last six months there has been a perfect
influx of these importations, and that these excessive and ab-
normal importations have beat down the price of peanuts until
they are hardly worth carrying to market. I read from the
table. I am only going to call the numbers in millions and
thousands :

In July, 1919, there were imported 5,330,000 pounds; in July,
1920, there were imported 2,657,000 pounds—just about one-half
as much during July, 1920, as during July, 1919.

In August, 1919, there were imported 6,269,000 pounds; in
August, 1920, there were imported 5,085,000 pounds—1,200,000
pounds less in August last year than in August, 1919.

In September, 1919, there were imported 4,634,000 pounds; in
September, 1920, which is the time when the enormous falling
off ir& peanuts commenced, there were imported only 296,000
pounds.

Imports were about fifteen times as great in September, 1919,
as they were for the corresponding month in 1920.

In October; 1919, the importations were 3,214,000 pounds; in
October, 1920, there were imported only 685,000 pounds, or six
:[mes more in October, 1919, than in the corresponding month

n 1920.

But November is the significant month. The nearer we get
to the end of the calendar year 1920 the worse it gets for those
who claim that excessive imports in the fall and winter of 1920
are responsible for the decline in the price of peanuts to a point
below the cost of production. In November, 1919, the imports
were 1,465,000 pounds; in November, 1920, imports only 48,000
pounds. Think of that! Imports only about one-thirtieth as
great in November, 1920, as in November, 1919, and yet it is
claimed imports in November, 1920, reduced to a minimum the
high prices of November, 1919. I have a table that gives the
figures for December, showing that the importations in Decem-
ber, 1920, were only 80,500 pounds, but I have misplaced it,

These official statistics show the avbsurdity of the argument
in Tavor of a duty upon peanuts upon the ground that importa-
tions from abroad are increasing and becoming more and more
menacing every hour, and that in order to protect the peanut
grower against not only the present importations but the great
menace of future and larger importations these prohibitive
duties on imports should be levied. These imports are not
increasing, as is claimed, but they are declining, and why?
Because of the slacking of the demand for these nuts in this
country, There is the same slacking in demand for this com-
modity as for nearly every other commodity and for the same
reasons, The present crop in the United States is sufficient to
supply the greatly diminished domestic demands, and there is
no occasion for more peanuts to be brought here. They would
not have been brought here in the quantities they were last
year or the year before but for the faet that there was a
domestic shortage, a shortage concurrently with an abnormal
demand, a demand which could only be met and relieved by
bringing peanuts from somewhere else,

Mr. GLASS, Mr. President——

Mr. SIMMONS, I yield to the Senator from Virginia.

Mr. GLASS, I desire fo suggest that it is rather based upon
the ground that it is expected to get the votes of the Senator
from North Carolina and the Senator from Virginia in support
of the bill,

Mr. SIMMONS. I am not dealing with the pretense of the
situation. The Senator has correctly stated that. I am dealing
with the facts and the arguments put forth in support of the
proposed legislation. Of course, I know, like the Senator
knows, that this is all camouflage. I know, as he knows, that
this is an attempt to deceive the farmer as to the effect of a
tariff upon his products, in the hope of winning him over to
the theory of protection and the Republican Party by throw-
ing him this sop to minimize opposition and make easy the
way for pyramiding protection for the benefit of the favored
industries on many of the things they produce and sell to him.
I know that, and I know more than that. I know that many
Senators who will vote for this bill would not vote for it if
they thought it would become the law. If Senators will pardon
me, I will illustrate with a story told on former Senator Zeb
Vance, of my State.

Senator Vance, who was the most popular man of his time
with the masses of my State, addressed a great concourse of his
admiring constituents upon a question in which they were all in
sympathy with him. After he had finished his masterful speech
the assembled thousands of his delighted audience pressed
around him insistent upon shaking his hand and congratulating
him, For hours he was kept busy handshaking and receiving
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compliments. When it was all over one of his friends said to
him, * Senator, I know it almost killed you to haye to stand
there for hours shaking liands when you were already worn ouf
from your long speech.” *“Yes” the Senator replied, “it al-
most killed me, but if they had not come it would have plumb
killed me.”

1f this bill does not pass the Congress, it will almost kill the
Republican politicians; but if it does pass, and is approved by
the President, it will plumb kill them. They are mightily in
favor of this bill provided it is vetoed. It is mo secret, and
everybody knows that if it were thought that the bill could
possibly pass the White House it could not command a majority
of the votes of the Senate, Could there be any better evidence
than this that it is a pure pretense, a camouflage, a discreditable
fraud?

A more illogieal, irrational and indefensible bill never crossed
the threshold of thé Senate, and that it is indefensible is con-
clusively shown by the fact that during all of the discussion,
when it has been unmercifully bombarded from this side of the
Chamber, when its iniquities have been pointed out time and
agdin and established by incontrovertible argument and facts,
but two men on the Republican side of the Chamber have risen
in its defense, and they have confined their defense almost
solely to wheat and sugar. Is it conceivable, if the bill were
thought to be defensible, the great debaters on the other gide of
the Chamber—experts, many of them, of the tari and the
effects of tariff legislation—would have remained silent and
offered no defense against these fierce assaulis? Is it not a re-
markable thing that a bill of this kind should come here, carry-
ing about 20 distinct propositions, and no voice be raised by
those who propose it except two, and theirs only as fo two
items in the bill, one speaking in behalf of wheat and the other
of sugar? The truth is Senators on the other gide have too
much intellectual integrity, too much respect for their reputa-
tions at home and in the country, they are too honest with their
consciences to stand on the floor of the Senate and defend such
a monstrosity as this. That is the only reasonable explanation
of their persistent silence.

On this side of the Chamber, where some Senators are going
to vote for it, they have confined their arguments to the con-
tention that the farmers have been discriminated against in
tarift legislation and that in his present desperate plight the re-
striction or prohibition of importations of commeodities he pro-
duces might tend to enhance the domestic price, which they
claim is now below cost of production. One of these Democratic
advocates of the bill finished his fervid defense of the farmers’
claims and right to a legislative increase in prices with the
declaration, *If anybody can outdemagogue that, let him go
do 367

Let me get back to the peanut proposition. It is claimed that
not only the peanut but the cottonseed-oil industry, which is an
important industry in the South, is suffering from the competi-
tion of cheap olls of Asia, including not only peanut oil but
soya-bean oils, and so forth. The oil crushers of the South have
been led to believe that these oils coming from abroad, peanut
oil and soya-bean oil, are actively competing with their oils and
depressing the price. There is no foundation for that. I have
already discussed the effect of peanut oil on this industry. I
wish' now to consider in this connection soya-bean oil. There
are congiderable importations from Asia of soya-bean oil—I
gay considerable; there is about the same amount of importa-
tions of soya-bean oil, I believe, as there is of the peanut oil;
possibly less.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Do they import the soya bean itself?

Mr. BIMMONS. No; I think not; only the oil. The soya-
bean oil enters to a slight extent into the production of lard
gubstitutes, which is the chief use of cottonseed oil, but only to
a slight extent. As a matter of fact, soya-bean oil is nsed
chiefly in the manufacture of paints and varnishes and lino-
Jeum. It iz nlso used to a considerable extent in the manufac-
ture of soaps. As I said, a very limited quantity of it is used
in conmection with the produetion of lard substitutes. About 3
per cent of it is used in connection with the production of oleo-
margarine. As I said, cottonseed oil can no longer be consid-
ered as a factor in the manufacture of oleomargarine. That
has been practically given over here, as it has been altogether
in other large oleomargarine-using countries, to peanut oil, coco-
nut oil, and soya-bean oil. From 83 to 02 per cent of the cot-
tonseed oil that is produced in this country is used in the manu-
{acture of lard substitutes, and only about 1% per cenf of
soya-bean oil and only about 2 fo 3 per cent of peanut oll is
used in that way.

So that the field of the two products is entirely different. A
gmall part of soya bean oil is used in the manufacture of oleo-
margarine, a little of it is used in cooking oil, but the great bulk
of it is used in the manufacture of paints, varnishes, and soaps.

It is a cheaper oil than the other, and ordinarily it is befter
suited to these other purposes and less suited to the manufac-
ture of lard substitutes.

Mr, President, we produce in this country annually a billion
pounds of lard substitutes, and we consume practically every
pound that we produce. The effect of that is to release the lard
made out of animal fats for exportation, and they are exported
and constitute practically our entire lard exportations. The
taste of Europe it seems runs to lards made from animal fats
and it pays fancy prices for it. They do not like lard substitutes
and lard compounds such as we make in this country. Our
people seem to prefer the oil-produced substitutes and scientists
say that lard substitutes made from cottonseed and other olls
are healthier as well as egually if not more palatable than lard
made from animal fats. Europe prefers the genuine lards and
we prefer the substitutes, so we send our lards there and keep
the substitutes for home consumption, It is a very good trade,
There is a demand for all the cottonseed oil that we manufacture
in this country for use in the manufacture of lard substitutes
for the American people. In that field it has no competition}
in that field, the field to which it has always been chiefly con«
fined, the field in which 90 per cent of the product is utilized,
it is without competition. It only has potential competition
with these other oils in the manufacture of oleomargarine, and,
possibly, in the manufacture of soaps; but very little cottonseed
oil, as I have said, goes either into the manufacture of oleomar-
garine or into soaps.

As I have stated, from 83 to 92 per cent goes into the produe-
tion of lard substitutes, practically every pound of which is
consumed in this country; only from 2 to 3 per cent goes into
the manufacture of oleomargarine ; 8 per cent is exported. The
remainder is nsed in connection with the manufacture of table
oils, and so forth. So, Mr, President, there is no ground for
apprehension on that score.

I showed awhile ago the fallacy of the contention that pea-
nuts had been forced down by reason of the impertations by
quoting figures which indicated that while the importations were
heavy, the domestic price was maintained, and when the importa-
tions began fo decline the domestic price began to fall. Now, I
propose to show that the same thing is true with reference to
cottonseed oil, soya-bean, and coconuf olls—the latter two
claimed to be competitive with cottonseed oil

Let me read the importations in 1919 as compared with these
for 1920, They effectually answer the contenfion of propenents
of the pending bill that the importations have enormously in-
creased and brought about the fall in prices.

For July, 1919, the imports of cottonseed oil were 241,000
gallong, in round numbers ; for July, 1920, they were only 58,000
gallons—about one-fourth,

For August, 1019, the imports of cottonseed oil were 232,000
gallons; whereas for August, 1920, when thig great inundation
is said to have been going on, the importations into this coun-
try were only 22 gallons. :

In September, 1919, there wvere imporied 602,000 gallons of
cottonseed oil; in September, 1920, only G.000 galloms.

In October, 1919, there were imported 289,000 gallons of cot-
tonseed oil ; in October, 1920, only 12,600 gallons.

In November, 1919, there were imported 812,000 gallons of
cottonseed oil; i November, 1920, there were imported only
4,000 gallons, in round numbers.

Have the importations been inereasing? No; importations
are disappearing, and contemporaneously prices going down. In
the face of these facts, what becomes of the argument that the
fall in prices is the result of the increase in importations? But
that contention is the very foundation of the pending bill.

How is it with the soya bean 0il? This is so important that
I am going to read the figures as to this oil

In July, 1919, the imports of soya bean oil were 2,941,000
gallons ; in July, 1920, the importations were 1,419,000 gallons—
just about one-half in July, 1920, as in July, 1619.

In August, 1919, the importations were 3,581,000 gallons; in
August, 1920, the importations were only 1,182,000 gallons—Iless
than one-half.

For September, 1919, the importations of soya bean oil were
92 640,000 zallons; September, 1920, the importations were 950,600
gallons—just about one-third as much ag in the sgme month of
the previous year.

I will now ask Senators to listen to the figures for October.
We are getting down toward the end of the year when it was
gaid the flood of importations was greafest and mosf threaten-
ing. In October, 1919, there were imported 2,628,000 gallons of
soya bean oll; in October, 1920, 30,000 gallons—just about ona
twenty-seventh, or, in other words, twenty-seven times more

were imported in the month of October, 1919, than in the month
of October, 1920,
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Now, I come to the figures for November. In November, 1919,
the importations of soya bean oil were 1,604,000 gallons; in
November, 1020, the importations were only 268,000 gallons. As
I have said, 1 have omitted from this table the December figures

~ which I have in seme way misplaced.

1 ecome now to cocoanut ell.

Mr. STANLEY. Has the Senator the prices at hand?

Mr. SIMMONS. No; I have not the prices, but I have some-
thing along that line. Of cocoanut oil, in July, 1919, the im-
portaticng were 5,506,000 gallons; in July, 1920, they were
3,339,000 gallons, or just about three-fifths; in August, 1919, the
importations of coconut oil were 1,868,000 gallons, while in
‘August, 1020, they were 1,205,000 gallons, or approximately
500,000 gallons less. In September, 1919, the importations of
‘cocoanut oil were 1,500,000 gallons, while in September, 1820,
they were 1,540,000 galloms, the imperts and the exports being
about the same, In Oectober, 1919, we imported 3,897,000 gal-
lons of cocoanut oil; in October, 1920, 2,239,000 gallons, or just
about two-thirds. In November, 1819, we imported of cocoanut
oil 2,004,000 gallons, and in November, 1920, only 980,000 gal-
lens. So it appears, just as in the other cases, that importations
are vanishing and not increasing. If they are not inereasing,
then the reason for an emergency tariff or any kind of a tariff
to protect cottonseed oll ngainst foreign peanut oil, soya-bean
oil, cocoanut oil, and all the other oils disappears.

Mr. President, I have spoken too long. I have just two other
tables which I had desired to discuss, but I am going to stop
here, and I will take the liberty of adding these tables to my
speech as an appendix, with the consent of the Senate. These
iables (Appendixes E and F') show that when imports of pea-
nuts and cottonseed eoils were heavy the prices of these com-
medities ware steady and high, and that when imports fell off
prices broke and fell to low levels, indicating that the price
slump was due to semething other than foreign competition.

APPEXDIX A,

posed rutes of duty with those nL I:he prescnt
&,

Table compering the
ayne-Aldrich law upon specified art

law aud the

Increase in proposed rates of duty as compared with—

Prezsent aw. Payne-Aldrich Act.

T From free to 40 cents per | 60 per cent Increase:
bushel, or from 10 cenis to
40 cents per bushel (280
per cent inerense).

Fram (ree to 20 per ceat, or | 20 per cent inerease.
from 45 mmm' barrel
to 20 per (345 per
eant increase).

meb &chw te 13 eents per | Noincrease,

sk
350 per cent increase.........| 167 per cent increase,

.| 890 per cent increase.........| 200 per centIncrease,
700 per cent inerease......... 00 per eent increase,
150 per eent inerease.........| 18 por cent deercase,
Peantit............| 333 per cent inerease.........| Free to 25 cents gallon,
Cottonseed. - Fmﬁﬂmtsmrgnﬂon.. antgwmtsppgxrpﬂon.
Cattle: me to 80 per cent sd | About d per cent decrease,
orem.
Lambs.. ..| Freeto$leach.. .. .. ... 3 cent incraase.
EBheep_....... cuic| FreetoS2each .. ... ... .... iﬁ.
F; TBE.. .. cnnm Free to 2 eents per pound. ... Do,
%bu?n (long staple)...| Free to 7 cents per pound...| Freeto7 cents per pound.
Vool:
-..| Free to 15 cents per pound..| 38 per cent increase.
.| Free to 30 cents per pound.. Do,
Free to 43 cents per pound. . Do,
«+s.| Freeto 15 cents per pound. .| 25 per cont increase.
Washed . ... .| Froe to 30 cents per pound. .| 150 per eent increase.
Beoured - 25 per eant increase.
oTease.
189 per cent increase.
197 per cent
188 per cent inerease.
X above &° 300 t increase 200 ti
o dlP ... cent increase....... = cont increase.
f‘to&ﬁ‘ ............... ?!a: g:!.
.............. 2 0.
Butterand substitutes.| 220 per cent increase......... a‘.’.&;g%.mn:imrm
Cheese and substitutes.| 20 per cent to 8 cents per
pound,
TP, v me st e Free to 2 conts per gallon.....| Noincrease.
Cream.. ..o Free to 5 cents per gallon....| Do.
Preserved......... Free to 2 cents per pound. .. Do.

Bugarefl...........| Fresto5conts per ponnd. .. Do.
Hides, cattle...........| Freeto 15 percent.......... Free to 15 per cent.

Table mmnarln% the m-otroned rates of duty twith those of the present
rich law upon specificd articlea—Continued.

law and the Payne-Al

Increase in proposed rates of duty os campared with—

Articls. .
Present law. Payne-Aldrich Act.
Tobacco, wrapper:

Stemmed.......... 40 per cont increase......... 49 per cont increase.

Unstemmed....... 54 per cent Inerease. .. ......| 5 per cent increase,
Applas: ..o i 00 por cent Increase (if [ 20 per cent docrease (if
busbal box). bashal box), with retalia-

tory proviso.
-1 2,300 per cent increase. . 0 per cont Increase. L
I"raeto&caatsperpound ree 1o 4 cants per pound.
Arrexpix B,

Table showing eagricultural

oducts upon whieh & duly {s imposcd
ui eaisting laww,

fAbbreviaticn: n, 8. p, f., not specially provided for.]

Article.

Rate of duty.

Horsesand mules. ........

Swpeg wrs e natnsves] ADF N CORE:
Liveanimals, 0. 6. p. - coovevveniinninas Do.
gar]lny“....la......ié..t........ S }Srcmperbmha!.
ariey, T e e R cent poand.
Ham;nrge:nd e TN 1’.".‘:;[:.”ar
L Py e g i g e G ¢cents per bushel.
Oatmieal gte. [ . o.c. o ol e 39 eents per 100 pounds.
.......................... o ;centmlcent per pound.
Butter and butter substitutes. 5 3(%eem.s:mr pound.
Chesse and substitutes » per cent.
Beansand lentils...._. ..| 23 cents per bushel,
Beots, all kinds. . .... ..| 5 per cent.
mm peas, p:xared or }}rmrvcd A ;scent per pound.
or ) prepa | g EEERetE eent,
Pickieaandsaum........5............. pel';n.
2 cents per pound.
10 cents per poand.
ees| $2por ton.
-..| 10.cents per gallon,
.| 18 conts per pound.
-| 10 cents per bushel,
«.=| 20 cents per bashel.
.| Various rates.
Da,
Da.
Dao.
3 B0 cents per ton.
Onions. ++++| 23 cents per bushel.
Vegetables, nativestate, n. 8. p.1.. ......| 15 percent.
Apples, peaches, quinces, charries, plumns, | 10 cents per bushel.
eent per quart.
;Jaeutsmlhmo[puh:ge.
10 per esnt.

Wrapper
Poiatoes, from a couniry taxing our
potatoos.

1 cont per pound,

swfiD Da.

.| 2 cents par pound.
Do.

1 cent per pound.

1% cents ad.
1 et e S

-1118 cants to 70 ceats per package, or § camt
pmndlnbulge i

per

- In bulk 85 per AL

3 m:Il)tsw pound.
0.
2 cents per pound.
Dao.
mnft. to § cent

pound.

.| 1cant per 3
14 cents per pound, or 30 per cent.

1 cent per pound.
2 conts per pound.
0.

.| 45 cents per barrel.

L1090 cent ound for 75°
us 2] m'E for each n:ldxﬁnualm

15 per cent to 4} conts per gallon.
3 cents per pound.

| 15 per cent.

35 cents pound.
$1.55 to g.gt) per pound,
10 per cent.
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ArrENDIX C.

United States foreign trade in certain articles, monthly, July to Novem-
ber, 1919 and 1920, inclusive,

Articles.

Table showing the United States trade wilth specified grand divistons
and the world during the fiscal years ended June 30, 1913, 191}, 1913,
1919, and 1920, ete.—(Continued. : > g :

Gain in trade
United States: Percentage of | over that of
5 fiscal year 1914,
Grand division.
Im- Ex- Tm- Ex-
TImports. Exports. ports. | ports, | ports. | ports.
..81,813,008,234 [82,465,584,140 | 42.3| 5.7 [.ooiifeiinis
1,803,925,857 | 2,3684,579,148 | 444 | 5568 /.. ...,
1,674,160,740 | 2,708,589,340 | 37.7 | 62.3 | Y1L9 17.1
3,005,720,068 | 7.232/282.685 | 20.0| 70.1| 63.4| 2058
5,238,621,668 | 8,111,030,733 3.2 60.8 | 176.6 243.1
3,344,496,011 | 5,746,460,585 | 15.2 52| 178.6 | 243.1

Arrexoix E.

Table showing the United Ktalecs export prices of peanuts by months
or the calendar year 1920,

Dis i E
X ce —
'957,975 it
39, 18] Month.
238,148 Pound. | Bushel.
%;
Cents,
s 147 8.3
13.7 3.01
13.6 2,92
13.5 2.79
AppPENDIX D. {gﬂf’ g—gg
Table showing the United EBtates trade with specifled grand divisions 12.8 282
and the world during the fiscal years ended June 30, 1913, 191}, 1915, 12 261
1919, and 193, and the gain in trade during the fiscal year 1920 over L2 2 45
that of the fiscal year 191§, .7 2 5T
S
Qain in trade
United States. FPeesnftgo ol | gver that of
fiscal year &
Grand division. J S ArPENDIX F.
= = = = Talle showing the “M;tuﬂrf m;d averggfs prfdcelangf specified oils during
X- m- x- the fiscal ycars an A
Imports. Exports. | ports. | ports. | ports. | ports.
Imports. Average price.
Europe:
i $802, 866,384 [81,470,074,761 | 37.7 ;
1914 595,602, 868 | 1/486,408'720 | 7.6 1918 1920 1018 1820
sidel me
1919.. , 951, ,644,937,
= 4,804,155,166 | 10.5 Pounds., Pounds, Cenls, Cents.
At 5 it Bl 18,372,867 9,425, 511 17.50 13.26
65.40.430 | oto1alo0r | 18,00 1575
283,857,831 | 3,377,656,437 | 118.1
e i 335,084 148 | 110,100,576 | 16,25 | . 12.07
517’;5'35 ﬁg %g ------- e The average price of crude cottonseed oil per pound in the prewar
477‘075'727 49.8 50.2 |771007 7| T g | Years was as follows:
1,285,157,860 | 44.0| 551 | 146.2 | 14307 [ 1913 -~ $0. 0587
1,635,813,318 | 47.6| &4 7| 2004 | A0 . 0572
1915 . 0067
1916 S L0034
1,107, 168,354 20| 129 247.7| 200.4 | 1917 . 1403
= hIlh.}rlnﬁ theoitleI ??t;s (imr igﬂp&t:lrts og velget{nti!e 1?“811 were tunttrmpt‘:edmtrtlat.
wihich shows i e 1mpo on of oriental olls has not allec e
%;‘i. }g’% ﬁ? gg ---------------- priTcg of c‘iamestic t.ior.tonseed oil. 3 =
&;ﬁ:g ﬁg ﬂ‘g .15...; ...l;gg:i fanowes;:!rcc quotations on cottonseed oil on February 11, 1921, were as
m:m: 179 &‘3.5 55:" 282 1 294:2 e Prime summer yellow. C?;nf_.?
Mnrch =3 e ; gg
ay X .
1914, ........| 638,167,225 | 378,414,270 L5 BIOBEL ] BT e e e e e
95 o0 oi7| 4.6 524 Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, unless it may vet be burdened
19,149,476 | 27,901,515 | 40.7| 5.3 |.... 01007707 | by unreasonable and unjust individual amendments, I shall yote
24,053,081 | 28,519,751 | 46.6 | 53.4| 30.3 218 | for the passage of the pending bill. I shall do so as a matter
1?5%;%% 12&;”-}‘2;’?; %8 it% %f @‘;';‘ of emergency relief for a grave emergency situation. Upon
s principle I do not believe in a protective tariff nor a prohibi-
tive tariff, and I never have. Neither do I believe in giving
166,046,463 | 100,854,080 | 183 | '18.3| 71| 38L3 | padicine to a well person. However, when a person Is sick
I believe in giving appropriate medicine in suitable doses, in
ssg iﬁ‘ﬁ‘g %; %g ---------------- order to bring about recovery. The country is sick. Espe-
65 | 192,235,218 | 6L0| 30| 77| ¥4 |cially are the farmers and livestock growers of the country
52 | s13,3%3,244 | B57| 44.3| 210.1| 8129 | sick, and they are sick without fault of theirs. Something
1 e 883 | 991,371,497 | 60.6 | 39.4| 363.8| 403.2 | ghould be done for them. It is to the interest of all that some-
Gain, 1820 over thing be done for them.
1914, . .......[1,197,464,004 | 704,377,464 | 10,1 0.1| 363.8| 403.2 I am not in accord with the principle of a protective tariff,
but conditions change and a public representative who does

1 Loss.
3Thecausooftﬁﬁrmth1mlnmrtmportsm the increase in price of Cuban
sugar, much of w was again exported.

not recognize changed conditions and seek to adjust legislation
accordingly is not in touch with the times nor with changing
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What the country needs at one time it does not need
at another time. What is good for it at one time is not at
another., Different conditions require different treatments. If
a mun were bitten by a rattlesnake, T would advise giving him
large doses of whisky, but when he might have recovered from
the effects of the ratticsnake’s bite I would not advise him to
take habitually and all of the time large doses of whisky nor
any whisky.

For four years last past the farmers of my State have
endured unprecedented hardships. For four seasons now the
crops in the greater part of the State have been total or par-
tinl failures. During the last preceding four seasons crops in
the greater portion of the State either totally failed or very
nearly so. Prior to this winter the lasf two winters were
winters of terrible and almost unprecedented severity and
great length, and live-stock herds were terribly decimated,
and in many instances were totally or nearly wiped out of ex-
istence. The destruction was terrific. Losses by death were
heavy. Feed was very high in price and very scarce, and
often impossible to obtain. Many herds had to be sacrificed
by being thrown on the market in an unfit condition and at an
inopportune time.

As a consequence of all of this havoc great hardship resulbed
and there has been and is much destitution, suffering, want,
Fearful losses have been sustained. Thousands of homesteaders
and other farmers have been compelled to leave the State, per-
manently or temporarily. Many who remain are in desperate
straits. Many thousands are unable to pay their taxes. The
Montana Legislature, now in session, has enacted an emergency
act extending the time fronr November 1, 1920, to April 1, 1921,
in which taxes may be paid without becoming delinquent and
inecurring a penalty. This action was taken to save many
thousands from losing their farms and homes by sale for un-
paid taxes. Theories are all right and often beautiful, but
when one's people are suffering great distress theories should
not be allowed to prevent lawful and legitimate relief; neither
should polities.

Some of the farnrers of Montana have on hand a little wheat
grown last year, which they are struggling to keep for better
prices. At present they can not get enough for it to pay the
cost of production. If sold at present prices, they would not
get back what it cost thenr to produce the wheat. This is radi-
cally wrong. It is unjust, inequitable, harrowing. It should
not be so. Wheat is the prinecipal agricultural preduct of Mon-
tana, and I belleve those farmers who are fortunate enough to
lhiave on hand a little wheat should be enabled to obtain for it a
little more than cost of preduction. If not, it is shocking and
cruelly unjust. If Congress can remedy this deplorable injus-
tice, it should do so. The object of all government shoull be to
administer Justice, and this applies to the legislative branch of
government no less than the judicial and the executive. A gov-
ernment which does not have justice for its object is not a good
government, and it ean not expect its subjects to be satisfied.

The farmers of this country were intensely loyal and patriotic
during our Great War with Germany and her allies. No class
of our people did nrore for the winning of that war and the
consequent saving of the civilization of the world than did our
farmers. They toiled, planted, and cultivaied. In response fo
the appeals of our President they increased vastly the acreage
of food crops, and did it at great cost of toil and money. They
paid enormous prices for farm labor. They tolled early and
late. They, responded nobly, loyally, to every appeal. They
never faltered. Those in the Northwest are now in distress and
are calling for recognition. Shall we heed their cry of dis-
tress or not? r

There is no class of people more loyal and patriofic than the
farmers of the United States. They are the mainstay of this
Government. Upon their prosperity depends the prosperity and
welfare of all. Upon justice to them depends, in large measure,
our social fabric. They are the basis of all prosperity, all social
welfare, bappiness, contentment. We should do all that may
be legitimate and within our power to make farmers contented
and prosperous and to prevent them from becoming dissatisfied
and from smarting under a stinging sense of wrong and turning
for a remedy to the Nonpartisan League and other socialistic
and dangerous movements. There has been a strong tendency
among the farmers of the Northrwest toward such movements,
and 1 have promised and pledged myself to do all that may be
within my power and legitimate to check it by endeavoring to
procure justice for our farmers and give them everything rea-
sonable and legitimate to mmke them contented, and I deem it

vmy duty so to do. If the majority of our farmers should ever

‘become impregnated with rank socialism, as has been the case
in some parts of the Northwest, our form of Government would
be doomed. The time to prevent it is by dealing out justice and
giving a fair deal in advance,

needs,

There are now many thousands of homesteaders and farmers
in North Dakota, Montana, and other portions of the Northwest
who are destitute and have no means with which to procure seed
wheat for sowing for this year’s crop and who ean not borrow
the money with which to do so. If not furnished seed wheat
their lands will lie idle this year. The emergency is so great
that a bill to appropriate to their use for such purposes $5,000,000
has been introduced in the House of Representatives of this
Congress, and the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. GroxxNa],
the able chairman of the Senate Commiitee on Agriculture, has
offered and had adopted by that committee, as an amendment to
the annunal Agricultural appropriation bill, heretofore reported
to the Senate, a provision to so appropriate such sum of money.
I am heartily in favor of it. I shall support it, and I hope it
may be enacted.

There are some of the farmers of the Northwest, a little bit
more fortunate but still in great distress, who have on hand a
little wheat. If they could sell all but enough for seeding at a
little miore than cost, they could then finance themselves and
they would have enough wheat for seeding and a little money
with which to procure feed for thelr teams and to obtain the
necessities of life for their families until another crop could
be planted, cultivated, raised, and harvested, and thus they
could put in and raise something of a crop this year. If we
enable them to do so, we will thereby ease very much the suf-
fering and distress among the farmers and make conditions
considerably better. Is it our duty to do so or is it not? I con-
tend it is. Of course, some say the enactment of the pending
measure wonld not inerease any the price of American wheat,
In that event it would neither help nor hurt anybody. I say,
let us try it. It is worth trying. Others say the price of wheat
should not be enhanced any because it would cost the con-
sumer a little more for bread. Such people must have but little
regard for equnify. I say, no American producer of any legiti-
mate and useful product, of any necessity of life, should be
compelled or expected to sell his product to the consumer at less
than cost of production. It is radically wrong and grossly
unjust when he must do so, and the American farmer can not
now sell his wheat on hand for a sum equal to the cost of pro-
duction. It is an unjust state of affairs and should be reme-
died. If to do so is undemocratic, then the fault is with
democracy and not with the remedy.

Montana’s live-stock growers and woolgrowers, too, are in a
bad condition. Unless they may obtain some relief, the flocks
and herds of the State will further decrease, and they are now
below normal and wholesome numbers. The live-stock men of
the Northwest have been steady losers for quite a while and
they need relief. The farmers and livestock growers of the
West did not reap the enormous profits that came to some
others during the continuance eof the great World War, al-
though they did their share to win the war. They are caught
in a hard pinch by the aftermath, and I believe them now en-
titled to some consideration,

If we should take unusuaal action, conditions are unusual, I
have been ready and willing all of this session to vote for an
embargo on importations of wheat, live stock, and dressed
meats for a very limited time—not more than one year—as a
temporary remedy for an acute and most distressing emergency
condition, Distressing conditions require drastic action, How-
ever, an embargo was not decmed by the majority the proper
remedy and there was no chance for it.

I shall now vote for the pending tariff measure as 1 means
of temporary rellef for temporary distress of the most acote
character. An emergency confronts us, and it requires emer-
gency legislation for relief. This measure, If enacted, is to be
for only six or eight months. It is intended to be in foree only

g0 long. After the lapse of that time conditions may and
should be different. It should not cost nearly so much to pro-
duce wheat this year as it did last year. Undoubtedly labor
and material will be cheaper. The cost of raising live stock
should net be nearly so great hereafter as it has been for the
last few years.

I vote for this measure only as a purely emergency and tem-
porary matter; as emergency relief for a Tew months only, I
do not say what I shall do when it may come to the enactment
of a regular tariff bill. I hawve no promises to make., That time
will take care of itself, so far as I am concerned. When that
time may come conditions may be normal, or much more nearly
so. If they should be entirely normal, T shall faver no extraor-
dinary legislation. F than that I do not forecast. Times
and conditions now are decidedly unusual, and, in my opinion,
they call for extraordinary action if justice is to be done to a
very large class of useful and patriotic citizens and if gross
injustice is to be avolded for the fime being. This is not a
political matter, There should be no pelitics in it. A dire
emergency should know no politics, whether it be an emergency
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of war or other danger or distress. I am glad to say that, gen-
erally speaking, there was no politics in Congress during the
late World War, and, in my opinien, there should be none in
the work of rehabilitation and reconstruction—clearing away
the aftermath and bringing conditions back to a normal basis,

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, at Los Angeles, Calif., in
September last, Gov. James M. Cox, Democratic nominee for
President, had the following to say on the tariff question, I
quote from the account of his address in the Los Angeles Times
_ of Tuesday, September 21, 1920:

Certain newspapers have said to you, “ Cox is probably right on
the League of Nations, but he stands for a tariff that will put the

lemon growers out of business.”
I.made a speech in Congress in 1909 in which I took the position

that a tariff schedale should be sufficient to meet the difference in
cost—that means the difference between the labor cost in Italy and
the labor cost in California, the difference between the freight cost
from Italy to New York and the freight cost from California to New
York, and taking into account such other elements as the Iederal
Tarift Commission may find enter into competitive conditions. 1
pelieve in safeguarding American labor and capital in industries
already established which, with the resumption of international trade
after the war, are not able to meet competition.

I commend this statement of the Democratic leader to the
attention of those Senators who have so learnedly discussed the
Democratic position on the tariff.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, may I say a word? I merely
wish to ask the Senator whether Gov. Cox got the vote of
the lemon growers of California?

Mr. SHEPPARD. I am giving his position on the tarifl ques-
tion—the position of the Democratic leader.

My, SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, most of our great
agricultural crops are produced in excess of hhome consumption.
It is essential that they shall, to a considerable extent, be ex-
ported. They need the foreign markets to obtain a fair and
continuing price. I can not vote for this hill, because 1 believe
the bulk of our agricultural products will not be lielped by it,
but will be injured by it. We ean not hope to sell to foreign
markets withont buying from them. I agree with the view
g0 nbly presented by the Senator from North Carolina. He
has demonstrated that we can not preserve our foreign mar-
kets if we tax foreign products out of our markets, and he
has spoken with a clearness and force rarely equaled. 1 do
not think a Senator should vote against an amendment to the
bill which puts a tax on a product of his State simply because
he is against the entire measure.

I see no inconsistency in voting to make the bill as equitable
as possible and to apply it as equally as possible to the various
sections. I shull vote for this amendment, and I wish fo call
attention to the fact that the State of Connecticut and the to-
bacco growers of Connecticut are not alone responsible for it.
The tobacco growers of my own State are interested. I hold in
my hand a letter from a Georgian, which I read:

The tabaceo growers of this section and of Connecticut have recently
sent committees to Washington to appear before the Finance Committee
to recommend tariff legislation on cigar leaf tobacco. 1 earmestly ask
that you use your influence in getting this tariff,

They are recommending a tariff on cigar leaf tobacco im-
ported from foreign markets,

I merely wish to say that, as a whole, I believe the agrical-
tural interests will not be helped by this bill. T do not believe
that the general welfare of the country will be promoted; but
as it may be passed, I shall vote to put into it those commodities
produced in my own State which would be favorably affected.

I recognize the fact that where a commodity produced in this
country does not equal the demand in the country, but foreign
products must come in also to supply the demand, a torife on
the import of the foreign commodity almost certainly increases
the price received by the domestic producer of the commodity.
I shall vote to put into the tariff bill those commoditics pro-
duced in my State which I think would be beneficially affected,
although I am not in favor of the bill as a whole and shall vote
against it

AMr. DIAL. Mr. President, I had intended to take up a litile
of the time of the Senate in talking about how fto help the
peaple of our section by amending the cotton-futures act; but
it is growing late and I shall not detain the Senate now. I
merely desire to state that I am glad to see the Senate so
anxious to help the producing pecple of this country, and while
we are trying to protect them from without we can do great
good in amending the law and protecting them from within.

To my mind, the present future contract law is the greatest
injustice to the farmer which could be imagined, especially 1o
the farmers of the South. It provides for the sellers to have
10 options and for the purchaser to have none. I have an
amendment pending now, and early in the next session I hope
to get it enacted into law; and if so, we will have a just and
honest law between the purchaser and the seller which, to my

mind, will relieve the distress, in a great measure, which pre-
vails in the South.

I know Senators want to vote now, and I will not take up
the time of the Senate in going into that in detail, but I expect
to press it at the next session, and I hope to get the undivided
support of Senators at that time,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the com-
mittee amendment.

Mr. MYERS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were not ordered.

Mr. MYERS. Then I want it known that I vote against 1lis
amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
next amendment,

The AssistaxTt SEcrReTARY. The next amendment of the com-
mittee begins on page 6, in line 10, and should be numbered 25.
It reads:

r25. Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled,
15 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That upon all Jeather exported made
from imported hides there shall be allowed a drawback equal to the
amount of duty paid on such hides, to be paid under such regulatious
as the Becretary of the Treasury may prescribe.

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr.
Lopae] has offered an amendment to this proposition, and I
have just sent for him. I ask that the amendment may be
passed over temporarily, and the next one taken up, until he
returns to the Chamber.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
course will be pursued.
amendment,

The AssiSTANT SECRETARY. The next item begins on line 16,
page 6, and should be numbered 26. It reads:

26. Apples, 20 cents a box: Provided, That, If at any time thae
tarifi on apples imported into Capada from the United States shall be
greater than 30 cents a box, then the tariff on apples imported into
this eountry shall be Increased so as to make tge tariff on apples
imported into the United States the same as the tariff on apples im-
ported into Canada from the United States.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I offer an amendmeunt to the
amendment. In line 16, I move fo strike out “20" and in-
gert in lieu thereof “30"; and wherever it occurs to strike
out the word “box,” and insert in lien thereof the word
“pushel.” I will say in explanation, very briefly, that it is the
equivalent of the same tariff, but Canada imposes a tarifl
against American apples of 30 cents a bushel, and this will
m:tilke a like tariff on imported apples; they will equal each
other.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
amendment to the amendment.

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. On page 6, line 6, sfrike out
“ 920" pefore the word “cents” and insert *30"; in the same
line strike out the word *box,” and insert in lieu thereof the
word “bushel”; and in line 18, strike out the word *“box™
and insert in lieu thereof the word *“ bushel,” so as to read:

Apples, 30 cents a bushel: Provided, That if at any time the tariff
on apples imported into Canada irom the United States shall be
greater than 30 cents a bushel,”

And so forth.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, T have been en-
gaged in some committee work, and was told by a messenger
that the Senate was considering the tobacco amendment. If
that is the case I should like to submit a communication relat-
ing to the tobacco amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire to
have thé communication read?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I do.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as
requested.

The matter referred to was read, as follows:

BozEmax WHoLEsALE GrocErY Co,,
WHOLESALE GROCERS,
Bozeman, Mont., February 12, 1921,

If there is no objection, that
The Secretary will read the next

Hon. T, J. WALSH,
Washington, D. C.

My Deir Sm: Inclosed find a petition of protest against the in-
crease of duty on wrapper tobacco which is proposed in the Dill now
before Congress.

I notice the proposition is to increase the tariff from $1.85 to $2.85
per pound and to increase the levy on cigars from §9 to $10.50 per

thousand.

1 am taking this matter up because of the fact that we bandle
cigars and that there is a factory in Livingston manuafacturing a very
good girade of clgars that would be vitally affected by the passage of
this blll. The cigars are now selling at a price that an increase of
this kind would mean a two-for-a-quarfer seller would have to zo to
15 cents, and it would virtually queer the business in our localﬁy.

While I appreciate the fact that the disposition {s to make tobacco
carry a heayvy percentage of the expense of Government, I think it
poor policy to impose revenue schedules that will ruin business,
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The inclosed petition has been circulated among the business men
and farmers of Bogeman and Gallatin County, the matter being ex-
plained fully to them and they are in hearty sympathy with the petl-
tion of protest. 2

l: !tr;mt you will use your efforts to prevent the passage of this
schedule,

Assuring you of my kind personal regards, I am,

Very sincerely, yours,

Hon. T. J. WALSH,
United Statcs Senate, Washington, D. C.

. Drar Bir: We, the undersigned, residents and electors of
County, Mont,, do hereby respectfully Fmtest agninst the proposed
Increase in the duty on wrapper tobacco from £1.85 per pound to $2.85
per pound, and against any increase in such duty and against any ad-
ditlonal taxation upon such tobacco, whether in ‘the form of duties or
internal revenue, and we do respectfully represent that in our opinion
the present duty on such tobacco of $1.85 per pound is more than the
tobneco trade can bear, and that any increase, either in the form of
duty or internal revenue, will be highly prejudicial to the eigar industry
in the State of Montana and, in general, in the United States, and will
practieally force the manufacturers of cigars to close their shops and
?uit the business ; that in the State of Montana, particularly, the manu-
acturers of cigars have a young and growing industry, and have,
through herpic efforts on their part doring the past seven or eight
years, succeeded in keeping their heads above water, and that any dis-
erimination against them at this time in the form of additional duties or
internal revenue would be ruinous to their business, and would throw
out of employment a great many employees now engaged in this in-
dustry in this State and elsewhere

We further represent that, in our opinion, the present duty of $1.85
a pound is more than suflicient to pretect American-grown wrappers,
and that at this particular time and under the conditions existing in
this State and Nation, the consumer is expecting and demanding a
decrease in the price of manufactured articles, including cigars, in-
stead of an increase, and that the only alternative left for the cigar
manufacturer in the event of any increase either +€ duties or internal
revenue is to shut down his factory. If the present retail price of
cigars is increased to compensate the manufacturer for the additional
duty or revenue, it will be impossible to sell the article. In any event,
the result will be the foreing out of buslness of the manufacturer of
the better grades of clgars.

Respectfully submitted. F. T.. THOMAS,

Agent Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway.
(And 135 others.)

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu-
setts has offered an amendment to the amendment relating to
hides, which the Secretary will read.

The AssisTanT SEcrRETARY. Insert the following after line 15,
page 6, at the end of the commitiee amendment :

Upon hides of the kind provided for In paragraph 25. when advanced
in any manner or by any process of manufacture. nnd manufactures of
which hides of any {md provided for in gam;ﬁvmph 23 are a component
material, the rate of duty Imposed shall be 10 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, boots and shoes and manufac-
tures of leather are on the free list. It is now proposed by this
bill to put a duty on the raw material. As a protectionist, I
think any industry or any production is entitled to reasonable
protection if we are going to have n protective policy. One of
the great vices of all our tariffs, especially tariff for revennoe
only, is that we have given protection to one man and free
trade to another. The proposition here is to put a duty on the
raw material of the great leather industries and leave the
manufactured product on the free list. It is ntterly impossible,
to my mind, to maintain such a system as that,

There i8 not an indusiry in the world that can stand having
its raw material protected by a duty, and put on the free list
itself the most highly finished product. The amendment which
I offer is simply to place a very moderate compensatory tariff
on the manufactures of leathers which are now on the free list.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts to
the committee amendment.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment will be
stated.

The Reapiye Crerx. On page 6, the committee proposes to
insert the paragraph which should be numbered 27, as follows:

27. Cherries in a raw state, preserved in brine or otherwise, 4 cents
per pound.

Mr. EDGE. Mr., President, the statement just made by the
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopge] in pressing the amend-
ment which the Senate has just agreed to furnishes an illustra-
tion that I am going to discuss very briefly as one reason why
I can not vote for the pending measure.

I do not think it is necessary to reiterate my conviction as to
the necessity for a prctective tariff policy. I believe in it
thoroughly, and I shall welcome an opportunity to vote for a
measure that in my judgment protects American industry,
Ameriean labor, and encourages American produetion; but I am
convineed we will not secure the result expected from this type
of emergency legislation. Generally speaking, I do not approve
of hastily prepared emergency legislation anyhow, and espe-
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cially when it is designed to cover a subject so important and
which reaches out in so many directions as necessarily does a
tariff measure.

As brought out by the Senator from Massachusetts, we are
providing under the bill principally a duty on raw materials,
but have not followed along when the use of that raw material
in manufactured products is considered, and therefore there is
no duty provided on the product when completed. We must
agree that such legislation is most unscientific and indefensible.

I thoroughly recognize the necessity for a higher tariff on
some of the commedities that are included in the bill, particu-
larly those that were included when the bill was originally
sent over from the House—wheat, meats, wool, and perhaps
some others—but as the days have gone by one additional com-
modity after another has been patched up and attached to the
bill, usually covering raw material, and no attempt has been
made—it would have been impossible to have made the at-
tempt, though I am eriticizing no one, becnuse we simply have
not the time nor the information—but no real attempt has been
made to follow that along and meet the situation when the
raw muterial is used in the finished product. Many of the
food products added are those mainly produced in our own
country, where the percentage of importations is very small, and
the result must in such cases be higher cost of living without
compensatory returns.

A protective tariff measure, in my judgment, to really meet
the situation that the advocates of protection have always
fought for must contemplate all commodities, and at the same
time that we provide a duty on raw material we must provide
a tariff on the finished product or, of course, the formula is
absolutely incomplete and we have a hit-and-miss measure
wkich we can not defend.

1 sincerely hope and expect that the Congress which we
understand is soon to be convened in extraordinary session,
with time before us to consider the measure, will prepare a
scientific tariff bill designed to meet present-day conditions, not
to meet an emergency here and there which undoubtedly exists.
I do not question that in the least. but which in my judgment
will not be met even if the bill should become a law, and from
all the information we obtain that will probably be very diffi-
cult to secure anyhow. Congress should adhere to the principle
of protection, as I have iterated and reiferated, but we can not
to-day, with billions of dollars owing us from abroad, expect fo
do business with the world and use our merchant marine unless
we have reciproeal trade arrangements with the world.

1t is absolutely impossible to kave the cake and the penny,
both. I do not believe it is necessary at all to do away with
the protective system; far from it; but to write a carefully
prepared, a ecarefully studied tariff measure, representing the
difference in the cost of production here and abroad, with full
protection; encouraging imports along certain uncompeatitive
lines, and, finally, producing a measure which we can advocate
because it is scientific and based on facts and conditions. It
is perfectly ridiculous for us to talk about increasing exports,
selling our surplus products abroad with the exchange to-day
from 25 to 900 per cent against American purchases. Everyone
knows perfectly well that we can not rectify the cendition of
exchange execept by balancing trade between nations. We ean
not balance trade between nations unless we get something
from the other fellow. be it goods or money, and they have not
very much money. That does not in any way dissipate the
principle of protection. We simply face a condition with
America a creditor Nation as compared to Ameriea six, seven,
or eight years ago when the trade balances between countries
were quite different. So we protectionists must, in my judz-
ment, adhering to protection, protecting American labor, pro-
tecting American infant industries or industries that have
gotten away from infancy so fur as that is concerned, if com-
petition from abroad threatens them, but scientifieally prepar-
ing the bill with conditions known and studied.

I have given the bill as much study as the little time the
many responsibilities would permit. I thoroughly appreciate
the problem of the farmer in the West and the sheep grower,
but I do not feel that the bill will actually give them the relief
that T know it is honestly and sincerely designed to give. I
prefer to give our time to a study of a complete arrangement
of tariff conditions in order that we can deal with the world
and in order that the world can deal with us; that we can
protect our manufacturers and our American labor and sell our
surplus products abroad, and, what is most important, be paid
for them.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the committee amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next committee amend-
ment will be stated.

The REApiNg CLErg. On page 7, In line 2, the committee pro-
pose to strike out * 15 and 17” and insert in lien thereof “17,
19, and 20.” It should now read “paragraphs 16, 18, and 19.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, I offer the amendment which I
send to the desk and which I ask to have read. The committee
amendments are disposed of, T understand.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They have been disposed of.
The amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire
will be read. ‘

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY.
line 4, on page 1, and insert:

And pald upon articles, when imported from any foreign country
into the United States or into any of its ;;omesstons (except the Philip-

ine Islands, the Virgin Islands, and the islands of Guam and Tutuila)
¥he rates of duty prescribed by the act of Congress, approved Angust
5, 1909, entitled *An act to provide revenue, egualize duties, and
encourage the industries of the United Btates, and for other purposes.”

Mr. MOSES. Mr, President, this bill having been deseribed
to meet an emergency, the emergency is presented to the Senate
in a most one-sided manner. I insist, as an all-around pro-
tectionist along the lines stated by the Scnator from New Jersey
'[Mr, Epar], that if an emergency exists with reference to Amer-
dcan industry and trade, it exists in all branches as well as in
the few which have been singled out for special favor, and that
we, as national legislators, should consider all of them. The
proposal which I make in the amendment now pending is to
‘apply, during the 10 months in which the pending bill purposes
to operate, all of the duties contained in the last Republican
tariff measure which was adopted, a tariff which was amply
protective for every industry which It touched, a tariff which
was proclaimed to the country as the best tariff measure ever
drawn, a tariff measure which was framed, in part at least,
and voted for and upheld by 14 Senators still remaining on this
gide of the aisle, who can not have forgotten the panegyrics
with which they covered that measure, and to whom I now
appeal to give us, in the 10 months through which the pending
bill purposes to operate, a complete wall of tariff protection for
al] industries, behind which the Congress may proceed leisurely
and scientifically to draw a tariff bill fitted to all emergencies
and which may be permanent law doring many years to come.

Mr, SIMMONS. Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New
Hampshire yield to the Senator from North Carolina?

AMr. MOSES. Certainly.

Mr. SIMMONS. I did not catch the Senator’s amendment
quite fully as it was read. Will the effect of the amendment
be to suspend existing tariff law for 10 months, the period of
the life of the pending bill, or will it only suspend the existing

" law for the 10 months as applied to the items in the bill?

Mr. MOSES. The purpose of my amendment would be to
apply in full the Payne-Aldrich law for the 10 months during
which the pending bill purposes to operate,

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator substitutes the Payne-Aldrich
law for the pending measure upon all articles?

Mr. MOSES. For the pending measure during the 10 months
I purpose to substitute the Payne-Aldrich law.

Mr. SIMMONS. In other words, suspend the present law for
10 months and substitute the Payne-Aldrich tariff law during
that time?

Mr. MOSES. Oh, yes; and I am trying to make an appeal
to my protectionist brethren on this side of the aisle to support
it, because It can not be that the measure now before us in the
form in which it now stands, and to which I can never give my
vote, ean be adeguately defended by anybody. It is regarded
very generally as a measure which is indefensible. Private con-
versation among Senators shows that to be the fact. It has
been admitted almost in terms by Senators who have spoken
in its faver upon the floor. It is a bill that grows out of an un-
wise yielding to pressure which was applied at the other end of
the Capitol. It is the offspring of a union between the cotton
field, the sugar-cane brake, the rice paddy of one section of the
country, and the sheep run, the catile range, and the wheat
field of another section. It is a misshapen brat at best. It is
lopsided, it is blind, it is deaf, it is bandy-legged, and it suffers
from congenital economic rickets. It is misconceived, hagborn,
and, to complete the characterization, ditch delivered. Repub-
lican Senators can not go to the country upon such a proposi-
tion.

1t is sure to be rebuffed at the other end of the Capitol, and
the President, who was so strikingly rebuked by the voters of
the country on election day, will now have his chance in dealing
with this bill to excoriate the Republican Party because of this
misshapen thing which they propose to send to him, and rightly

Strike out all of the bill after

Vi

so, because the bill does not represent the traditional Republican
position upon the tariff.

The bill is a thing which no one can defend. The proposition
which I offer gives every all-around protectionist a chance to
vote consistently, affords adequate protection to every industry
in which an emergency exists, and will give us time in the 10
months of its life to draft a tariff bill which will meet every con-
dition that exists.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, before the vote is
taken on the amendment offered by the Senator from New
Hampshire, T desire to say a few words with relation to the
historical precedents which the Senator from Texas [Mr. Snrp-
rarp] discovered as a justification for his attitude in regard to
the pending bill. He advised us that during the administration
of James Madison, in the year 1812, when the second war with
Great Britain was imminent, duties in the nature of protection
duties were imposed. I do not understand it in that way, and
neither do the historians understand the tariffl measure to
which the Senator has referred in that way.

The fact about the matter is that that was a pure revenue
measure; protection was not needed. As a matter of fact, of
course, we had a tariff, which was adopted, so far as it had
protective features, in accordance with the recommendations of
Alexander Hamilton's report on manufactures. Inasmuch as
nearly all of our manufactured importations came from Great
Britain, it was entirely unnecessary to impose a wall of pro-
tective duties, because, as a matter of fact, no importations could
come from Great Britain during the period of the war.

The fact about the matfer is that Congress at its first ses-
sion enacted a law imposing a duty upon imports, practically all
of which duties were revenue in character. They included no
agricultural products, unless we except tea, which was not
produced in this country at all, cheese which was really not a
competitive article, and sugar on which a duty of a cent a
pound was imposed for the purposes of revenues and possibly
for the purpose of stimulating the production of that com-
modity in the territory which became Lounisinna and adjacent
States. There was, however, a basket provision to the effect
that all other commodities imported into this country should
bear a tariff of 5 per cent, which of course was a tariff for the
purpose of raising .revenue. That would inelude all agricul-
tural commodities ns well as manufactured articles; but as
there were practically no importations of agricultural products,
it had no very specific application to those commodities.

That was the way the law stood with only minor changes of
no particular importance until we were confronted with the
War of 1812, Itevenue from import duties would necessarily
fall off because most of the revenue which had been obtained
from those came from duties on imports from Great Britain,
which would upon the declaration of war cease. The Govern-
ment was therefore faced with the necessity of devising some
means of increasing its revenue, and Congress provided that
the existing duties should be inereased by 100 per cent, not for
the purpose of giving protection at all, but for the purpose of
providing revenue with which to earry on the war.

Then it was provided that those rates should continue for a
year after the war ceased, not for the purpose of giving protee-
tion during the reconstruction period at all, but it was recog-
nized that many of the obligations of the Government would be
carried over for a year later and thus they were to be dis-
charged.

So I think the statute, considered in connection with the
circumstances under which it was enacted, affords no justifiea-
tion whatever for the belief that it was in the nature of a
protective tariff measure. In fact, Mr. President, according
to Prof. Taussig, lately the chairman of our Tariff Commis-
sion, it had no protective aspect about it at all; and although
the protective movement had some force in this country from
the year 1789, it really had no special recognition in the legisia-
tion of the country until the tariff act of 1816 waspassed. The
act of 1812, referred to by the Senator from Texas, was dis-
tinetly a revenue measure and not a protective mensure as told
by McMaster in his History of the Times, A brief paragraph
from that work, which is interesting in this connection, I
should like now to read. That writer says:

The ordinary expenses for 1812 would, the report stated—

That is, the report of the Commitiee on Ways and Means—

be something over nine millions, could be paid out of the receipts and
the surplus, aod leave a trifle in the Treasury. The extraordinary ex-
penses would be eleven millions, and should be met by a loan.  The
publie-debt account would need ne:r‘ljy six millions, which the com-
missioners of the sinking fund sbould borrow. In 1813 there would
be a deficit of something over six and in 1814 of something over seven
millions, and theze must be made good by taxation. The new taxes—
the war taxes as they came to be call were to be of three great
clasges—dnties of import and tonnage, internal duties, and a direct
tax of three millions. The first class should comprise an additional
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duty of 100 per cent on imported goods, wares, and merchandise, a
new tonnage duty, an increase of 25 per cent in drawbacks on ex-
ported goods, and a duty on salt. The internal duties should be laid
on licenses to distill lquors from foreign materials, on licenses to re-
tail wines, spirits, and foreign goods, on sales at auction of forel
goods, on sugars refined, on pleasure carriages, and a stamp tax fash-
ioned on the hated stamp tax of John Adams,

So the Committee on Ways and Means reported that for the
purpose of raising revenue existing duties should be increased
by 100 per cent. Accordingly the act to which the Senator from
Texas has referred was passed.

Mr. McCUMBER obtained the floor,

Mr., SHEPPARD. Mr., President, will the Senator from
North Dakota yield to me for a moment?

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield.

Mr. SHEPPARD, My contention has been and is that these
double duties, together with war conditions, amounted practi-
cally to a prohibitive tariff on imports during the War of 1812,
that the continuance of these duties for a year and a half after
the war and until the enactment of the tariff of 1816 helped
to stabilize after-the-war conditions, that if legislation with
similar purpose had been enacted in this counfry succeeding the
World War we would have had reconstruction with no such
sudden disturbances to agricultural prices as occurred last fall.
That is my contention. In a number of industries we had condi-
tions equivalent to an embargo or a prohibitive tariff during the
course of the World War, but we neglected to continue such
conditions, or to modify them gradually, so that sudden disloca-
tions and precipitous declines might be avoided.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr, President, I desire to occupy the time
of the Senate for just a few moments, and I hope that I may
have the attention of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr.
Moses]. In 1865, at the close of the great Civil War, our popu-
lation was about two-thirds rural and one-third urban. Natu-
rally the two-thirds of the population who were food producers
raised a great deal more than the one-third living in the cities
could consume. Consequently during those years our markets
would not be affected by anything but the reneral world de-
mand for our products. Protection could give us no direct bene-
fit. In 1865 the manufacturers of the East began asking the
farmers of the West, and other producers of food products, for
such protection as would enable the infant industries of New
Hampshire and Connecticut and other States to get upon their
feet and develop, so as to be able to supply the farmers with the
commedities which they needed. We did that, Mr. President,
and we did it upon this ground: We said, “ We will aid you
because we believe that you will inerease the number of con-
sumers, and that the time will come when production and con-
sumption of agricultural products in the United States will
about balance each other.” That time has now come; the rural
population is now but one-third of the urban population; the
time has arrived when those who produece things to eat in the
United States can get some benefit from protection.

After staying by you for 60 years, they feel that they are now
entitled to fair consideration at your hands; but in the first
year when, under special conditions, we can get an adequate
protection, full protection by a tariff, we find the Senator from
the manufacturing State of New Hampshire speaking of this
measure as an abortion, as an ill-begotten creature, as an offense
to the great manufacturing section of the country.

I wish to tell the Senator most earnestly that we are good
protectionists throughout my State, but, by heaven, we insist
on some of the benefits of this policy. If the Senator thinks
that he can have adequate protection upon the products manu-
factured in the mills of New Hampshire, but that we shall not
have any protection for the commodities which we produce, I
want to assure him that the American people will not stand
for it.

Mr. UNDERWOOD and Mr. MOSES addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield; and if so, to whom?

Mr., McCUMBER. I yield to the Senator from Alabama.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr, President, I merely wish to make
a suggestion. The discussion of the Senator is very interest-
ing; but the clock admonishes us that it is now half past 5.
I understood from the Senafor that he wanted a vote on this
bill this evening, and I think most of the Senators on this side
were prepared to let him have a vote. We have no objection,
of course, to continuing the debate on this interesting question,
but I was going to suggest if there is to be further debate that
we let the bill run over until to-morrow.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr, President, I think three or four
hours of the time of the Senate have been consumed by a
discussion of peanuts, peanut oil, and so forth. I hope that the
Senator will consider the nature of the attack which has just
been made upon those who believe that they are subserving

the interests of the farming section and allow a few words
in reply—not a prolonged debate.

Mr., UNDERWOOD, I am perfectly willing to have the
debate go on to-morrow if the Senator desires to pursue that
course; I merely wish to know, so that this side may be in-
formed how long the debate will run.

Mr, McCUMBER, We have been kept for a long time wait-
ing for the Senator’s side to get through.

Mr, UNDERWOOD. I did not wish to interrupt the Sen-
ator; I only desired to find out, if I could, how long the
debate would run.

SEVERAL SENATORS. Vote!

Mr, McCUMBER. Mr. President, the question is on the
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Sen-
ate is the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire
[Mr. Moses], upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered.

Mr. LODGE. Mr, President, I have not spoken in this debate
at all until I offered a little amendment a few moments ago, s0
that I think I can not be accused of having consumed time
unduly ; but I am one of the survivors of those who voted for
the Payne-Aldrich bill and to whom the Senator from New
Hampshire alluded, and I want to say just one or two words
ag to why I shall vote against substituting it now.

Since that bill was passed another tariff bill has been put
in its place, known generally by the name of the distinguished
leader of the Democratic Party in this body. I have great
respect for him,but I do not like his tariff very much. It must
be remembered, however, that in the Payne-Aldrich bill there
was a provision in regard to a maximum and a minimum duty.
The maximum was supposed to be the normal duty, as I recall,
or rather the minimum, and it involved making arrangements
with many other countries; and to get rid of the maximum we
had to make arrangements with a number of other countries to
be placed under the favored-nation clause, If we should sub-
stitute the Payne-Aldrich bill now as a temporary measure
for this emergency tariff bill, it would involve immediate nego-
tiations under the maximum and minimum provisions with
all the nations of the earth, because the Payne-Aldrich law has
been repealed. I mention that merely to show its imprac-
ticability at this time.

I am a protectionist, and have done all I could in behalf
of protection, and I agree entirely with the proposition of the
Senator from New Hampshire; and as I tried to state briefly
before, if we have protection it must be protection for every-
body who produces and desires protection, or who manufac-
tures and desires protection. We can not give protection to
what comes out of a mill and refuse it to what goes into it.

This is an emergency measure. As the Senator from New
Jersey said, there is no doubt of the emergency. There is no
doubt of the suffering which the operation of economic forces
produces by the sudden reduction of prices of the great staples—
not merely food produets, but cotton and others of the chief
products of the country—and this is an attempt to meet it
beween this time and the time when we hope to enact a better
adjusted bill. Those who represent the great agricultural and
cotton-growing regions of the country have an absolute right,
in my opinion as a protectionist, to have a suitable protection
to their products; but when that is given as it is given in this
emergency bill, of course it makes a one-sided measure. We
are all conscious of that, but I can not as a protectionist refuse
duties to all American producers, whether industrial or agri-
cultural.

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President——-

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa-
chusetts yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania?

Mr, LODGE. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. KNOX. I merely want to ask the Senator if he would
mind being corrected upon one statement that he made?

Mr. LODGE. I hope the Senator will correct me. I was
speaking from memory.

Mr. KNOX. The Senator correctly stated the matter at first
and then corrected himself and made a mistake,

Mr, LODGE. I shall be very glad to get rid of it.

Mr. KNOX. Under the Payne-Aldrich bill the normal tariff
was the maximum tariff,

Mr. LODGE. That is what I thought.

Mr. KNOX. That is what the Senator said first; and in
order to get the benefit of the minimum tariff it was necessary
to make engagements with the other countries so that this coun-
try got the benefit of their lowest tariff,

Mr. LODGE. The Senator, T know, agrees with me as to the
fact that if we substitute the Payne-Aldrich bill we will have
to make those arrangements with other countries. There is no
doubt about that. :
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Mr. President, I merely desired to explain why, as one of
those who voted for the Payne-Aldrich bill, I can not vote to
put it upon the country now as an emergency measure. It is
impracticable to do it under the provisions of that bill. I wish
also to say that I hope we shall get a proper substitute for this
emergency bill Iater ; and, as a protectionist, I am an all-around
protectionist.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, what the Senator from Massa-
chusetts has so well said I fully agree with; but, so that we
may know just what part of the Payne-Aldrich bill the Senator
refers to and just what it says, I want {o read that part of
the bill.

Mr. PENROSE. Put it in the REcorp without reading.

Mr. SMOOT, I will say to the Senator from Pennsylvania
that the maximum rate is the 25 per cent rate above the rates
named in Schedule 1, and therefore the minimum rate is the
schedule rate that is provided for in the Senator’s amendment.

Section 2 of the act reads:

That from and after the Sist day of March, 1910, except as other-
wise speeially provided for in this section, there shall be levied, col-
lected, and pald on all articles when imported from any foreign coun-
trg into the United Btates, or Into any of ite posaessions (exeept the
Fhilippine Islands and the Islands of Guam and Tutuila), the rates of
duty prescribed by the schedules and paragraphs of the dutiable list of
section 1 of this act, and in addition thereto 25 per cent ad valorem;
which ratcs shall constitote the maximom tari® of the Unlted Btates:
Provided, That whenever, nfter the B1st day of March, 1010, and so
long thereafter as the President shall be mt&ﬂed, in view of the char-
ne'er of the concessions granted by the minimum tariff of the United
Bt. tes, that the government of any foreign country imposes no terms
ot rictions, either in the way of tarilf rates or provisions, trade or
other regulations, charges, exactions, or in any other manner, dircctly
or Indirectly, upon the Importation into or the sale in such foreign
country of any agricultoral, manufactured, or other product of the
Un! States, which unduly discriminate nguinst the United States
or the products thereof, and that such foreign country {mrs no export
bounty or imposes no export duty or rohlb?tlﬂn upon the exportation
of any article to the United States which unduly d minates against
the United States or the prodocts thereof, and that such foreizn coun-
try accords to the agricaltural, manufactured, or other ?mdum of the
United States treatment which is reciproeal and equivalent, thereupon
and thereafter, upen proclamation to this eflect by the President of the
United Btates, all articles when Imported into the United States, or any
of its possessions (except the Philippine Islands and the islands of
Guam_and Tutulla), from such foreign country shall, except as other-
wise herein provided, be admitted under the termd of the minimum
tariff of the United States as prescribed by section 1 of this act, The

roclamation issued by the I’resident under the authorily hereby con-
erred and the application of the minimum tarl® thereupon may, in
nccordnnee with the facts as found by the President, extend to the
whole of any foreign country, or may be confined to or exclude from its
eflect any dependency, colony, or other politleal sabdivislon having au-
thority to adopt and enforce tariff legislation, or to Impoze restrictions
or regulations, or to grant concessions upon the :_-x?oﬁnt‘lon or importa-
tion of articles which are, or may be, importod into the Unlted States,
Whenever the President shall be satisied that the conditions which led
to the issnance of the proclamation hereinbefore authorized no longer
exist, he shall issue a proclamation to this effect, and 90 days there-
after the provisions of ?he maximum tariff shall be applied to the im-
portation of articles from such country. Whenever the Trovisﬁons of
the maximum tarlf of the United States shall be appleable to articles
fmported from mny foreign coun the;v shall be applicable to the
products of such country, whether imported directly from the counrg
of production or otherwise. To secure Information to assist the Presi-
dent in the discharge of the duties im d upon him by this sectlon,
and the officers of the Government in the administration of the customs
laws, the President is hereby autborized to employ suck persons as may
Le required.

Mr. LODGE. Yhether I was right or wrong in what my
memory told me, there is no doubt, I think, about the correct-
ness of my statement of the impracticability of this measure at
this time.

Mr. SMOOT. There is no question about it, Mr. President;

and before ever it counld go into operation there would have to
be arrangements made with every country in the world, just
the same as were made at the time the Paype-Aldrich bill be-
came a law. Therefore, as an emergency bill, it could do us
no good.
AMlr, UNDERWOOD. Mr, President, I do not like to inter-
rupt the Senator; but, in order that this may be historically
accurate, I wish to say that the Payne-Aldrich bill went into
force before the negotiations were made, of course, because they
were made under that bill.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, I think I can still further reas-
sure the Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from
Utah, because at the time the Payne-Aldrich bill went into
effect, and this provision was in if, I was taking orders from the
distinguished junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Kxox],
who instructed me to secure from the two Governments to
which I was then aceredited their agreement under this bill
It took me just the length of time that I could go from the
legation to the foreign office and get back and send a cablegram
to do it:; and T imagine that the diplomats of to-day can be
quite as expeditious.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment, in the nature of a substitute, of the Senator from New
Hampshire [Mr. MosEes].

Mr. HARRISON. I call for the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have al-
ready been ordered upon the amendment. The Secretary will
call the roll.

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. ENOX (when his named was called). In the absence of
the senior Senator from Oregon [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN], with
whom I am paired, I withhold my vote,

Mr, POMERENE (when his name was called). Again an-
nouncing my pair with the senator Senator from Iowa [Mr,
Cuanxs], I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from
Tenneszee [Mr. Smizros] and will vote. I vote *nay.”

Mr, TOWNSEND (when his name was called). I have a pair
with the senjor Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Rominson], I
transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr,
Nersox] and will vote. I vote “ nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. NEW. I desire to announce the absence of my colleague
[Mr. WaTsoN] on account of illness. If he were present, he
would vote “nay.”

Mr, GLASS. I transfer my pair with the senior Senator from
Illinois [Mr, SHErRMAN] to the senior Senator from Texas [Mr,
Currersox] and will vote, I vote “nay.”

Mr. WOLCOTT. I transfer my pair with the Senator from
Indiana [Mr. Watsox] to the Senator from Arizona [Mr,
Sarrra] and will vote. I vote “nay.”

Mr. FERNALD. I have a general pair with the junior Sena-
tor from South Dakota [Mr. Jouxsox]. I transfer that pair to
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. France] and will vote,
I vote “nay.”

Mr. REED. I have a pair with the Senator from Vermont
[Mr. IPage]. I transfer that pair to the Senator from California
[Mr. PEELAN] and will vote, I vote “nay.”

The result was announced—yeas 2, nays 77, as follows:

YEAS—2,
Keyes Moses
NAYR-TT,
Ashurst Uooding McCormick Hmoot
Ball liore McCumber Bpencer
Beckham Gronna MeKellar Hianley
Borah Hale McLean Sterlin
Hrandegee Harris MeNary Hutherland
Calder Harrison Myers Swanson
L‘que‘r Hetlin New Thomas
‘olt Henderson Overman Townsend
Curtls Hitcheock Penrose Trammell
Dial Johnson, Callf, I'hipps Underwood
Dillingham Jones, N. Mex.  Pittman Wadsworth
Kdge Jones, Wash, Poindexter Walsh, Mass,
Elkins Kellog Pomerene Walsh, Mont.
Fall Kendrick Ransdell Warren
Fernald Kenyon Reed Williams
Fletcher King Sheppard Wilils
Frelinghnysea Kirby Simmons Wolcott
Gay La Follette Smith, Ga.
Gerry Lenroot BSmith, Md,
Glass Lodge ¥mith, 8, O,
NOT VOTING—1T.
Chamberlain Knox Page Bmith, Ariz,
Culberson Nelson Phelan Watson
Commins Newberry Robinson
France Norrls Sherman
Johnson, 8, Dak. Owen Shields

So Mr. Moses’s amendment, in the nature of a substitute,
was rejected.

Mr. JOHNSON of California. AMr. President, I move, on page
2, line 21, to change the duty on lemons from 1} cents a pound
to 2 cents a pound.

I have several amendments which I wish to offer relating to
lemons and olives. I realize the lateness of the hour and the
impossibility of impressing the facts as perhaps they ought to
be impressed, I have before me the relative cost as to labor,
transportation, and the like, demonstrating conclusively that
the tariff rates fixed upon lemons and ollves and olive oil are
the very minimum under which these great Industries of the
West can subsist. It is not a profit-making tariff we ask: we
azk merely that we may live; that the rates fixed may be those
that will enable us simply to live.

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I desire to say, before the
amendments are read, that I have carefully examined them, as
have the other members of the committee, and I feel justified,
and authorized on behalf of the committee, in accepting the
amendments of the Senator from California.

Mr, ASHURST. Mr. President, following the -expression of
our great leader In the recent campaign, who urged a tariff on
lemons that would equalize the difference between the cost of
production at home and abroad, I shall take pleasure in voting
for that Demoeratic doetrine and vote * aye ™ on this.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Becretary will state the
first amendment of the Senator from California [Mr. Joaxsox].
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The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. Page 2, line 21, reads:
I.emons, 13 eents per pound.

It is proposed to strike out “11” and insert in lien thereof “2.”

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I wish to record my objection
to this amendment, notwithstanding it is acceptable to the
Finance Committee and my distinguished friend from the
lemon-growing State of Arizona,

The only competition in the United States between the Pacific
slope lemon grower and the Italian importation is on the At-
lantic seaboard. This industry has the rest of the country as a
monopoly. It sells its products to the people of my State at a
price very largely in advance of the price at which they are
offered on the Atlantic seaboard, although my State is less than
& thousand miles from the place of production and the Atlantic
seaboard is 3,000 miles away.

The purpose of this bill is to give the lemon growers of the
Pacific coast an absolute monopoly of the lemon business in the
United States. It is a monopoly withont competition every-
where west of Pittsburgh. I therefore wish fo record my pro-
test against the imposition of any duty at all.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr, President, I remember, some six or
seven years ago, when this question was before the Senate, the
then distinguished Senator from New York, Mr. Elihu Root,
made a speech protesting against any increase of the tariff on
lemons. I do not think that anyone can deny his standing as a
protectionist and a Republican.

There is another feature of this question to which I wish to
call attention. After the ratifieation of the treaty between the
United States and Spain a question arose as to whether the
Isle of Pines belonged to Cuba or the United States. Many
people in the United States, and particularly in the State of
Ohio, invested in large plantations, or ranches, in the Isle of
Pines, believing that it was American soil. They have planted
and maintained large orange and lemon groves and are pro-
ducers of other citrous fruits. Their sole market is the United
States. They can and do produce and send their citrous fruits
into the Unifed States under present conditions, but if a tariff
is provided, as is contained in the pending amendment, they
will not have a market. But I do not know why I should dis-
cuss this question, because that does not make any difference
to these Ohio people, so long as some one else gets the benefit
of it. However, I thought I might call it to the attention of
the Senate.

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
next amendment offered by the Senator from California.

The AssisTANT SECRETARY. On page 2, line 23, after the
‘words ‘20 cents per gallon,” insert a semicolon and the words
* olive, 60 cents per gallon in bulk, 70 cents per gallon in con-
tainers of less than 5 gallons,”

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
next amendment offered by the Senator from California.

The ASsISTANT SECRETARY. On page 6, after Iine 24, insert a
new paragraph, to be paragraph 28, to read as follows:

28. Olives In solution, 25 cents per gallon; olives not in solution,
b cents per pound.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I offer the following amend-
ment. On page 2, after line 5, I move to insert the following:

Flaxseed, 30 cents per bushel of 58 pounds.

I merely desire to say that the State of North Dakota raises
about one-third of all the flax raised in the United States. The
entire amount raised in the United States is about 11,000,000
bushels. 'The amount imported last year was 24,300,000 bushels,
or a little over twice the amount we raised in the United States.
On September 2, 1920, the price was $3.26 a bushel. On January
28, 1821, it had dropped to $1.83 a bushel.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
amendment.

The AssiSTANT SECRETARY. On page 2, after line 5, insert:

Flaxseed, 80 cents per bushel of 56 pounds.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, I offer an amendment which
I send to the desk, C

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
amendment.

The AssisTAXT SeEcrRETARY. Add a separate paragraph on
page 6, at the foot of the page, to be numbered 29, and to read:

29. Sunflower seed, 2 cents per pound; sunflower oil, 20 cents per
gallon,

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, I want the attention of the
Senate for a moment to the subject of sunflower seed. I am

largely moved to comment on this by the delightful satire of the
eloquent junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Harrrsox]. A
few weeks ago I felt very much about sunflower seed as he did.
I knew nothing about it, except that it was a great stalk, which,
unlike the State—Kansas—ihich it represents, becomes less
attractive the closer you get to it. Yet, as a matter of fact, it
does mean a great deal to my State. There were more than
3,000,000 pounds of sunflower seed imported from South America
last year. The result has been that the industry in Missouri—
we might call it an infant industry in agriculture, for such it
is—is seriously threatened. Missouri raises more sunflower
seed than any other State, though Montana, Utah, Arizona,
Wyoming, and New Mexico also raise a great deal of sunflower
seed. It is good for the field; it is good for stock; chickens
and hogs and mules eat it; and, strange as it may seem, in
Russia they eat sunflower seed as we eat peanuts, and perhaps
the atrociiies of the protective tariff, as it appears to some of
my colleagues from Southern States, may be somewhat miti-
gated in the case of sunflower seed because of this similarity
of sunflower seed to peanuts as a food. It i3 an industry
which is threatened, particularly at this time, by South Ameriea,

Sunflower seed can be brought from Argentina to New York
for 35.7 cents a hundred pounds. It costs 95.4 cenfs per 100
pounds to bring it from southeast Missouri to New York, and
the neeessity of the tariff on what I like to call this infant
industry in agriculture is manifest.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, your State [Mr. Curris in
the chair] is known as the “ Sunflower” Stafe. I do not be-
lieve that Kansas has yet asked for a duty upon sunfiowers.
I have traveled over that magnificent State many times during
many years, and at certain seasons of the year the sunflower is
the conspicuous feature of the landscape. I am satisfied that
without protection nature will give us more sunflowers and
more sunflower seed, and do so nof only upon a larger seale
but in a meore propitious seil, than would be the result in dear
old Missouri if we tried to build up the industry there,

What the Senator from Missouri needs is protection against
Kansas, not against South America, not against Russia, where
they eat sunflower seed in place of peanuts, and seem to enjoy
them. He needs protection against the great State of Kansas,
and I wish there were some way in which we could benefit that
iél?ustrr by excluding the Kansas produet from Missouri ter-

ory.

This may be an infant industry, but castor oil is an industry
for infants, and it seems to me that if we are going to protect
all the oil in the country and all the oil seeds in the country
something should be said for castor oil.

Senators will remember that castor oil was necessary not only
for infants but for the infant industry, aviation, in the war. As
a consequence we established the cultivation of the castor oil
plant as a war industry, and in Arizona, as the Senator suggests.
So, of course, he will agree with me that it ought to have a pro-
hibitive rate of protection,

Mr. President, what would become of the country if we got
into another war without castor oil? How eould we lubricate
our air machines to meet the foe? We must not overlook this
great and useful product, absclutely essential in war times,
when this emergency is before us and when there is the prospect
of trouble elsewhere without castor oil in the country.

I move to amend, therefore, so as to inelude castor beans and
castor oil at the same rate of duty.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I never thought the time would
come when I would advoeate a tariff for purely protective rea-
sons, But the amendment offered by my eolleague [Mr.
Srexcer] is of such an appealing nature and the emergency is
so great that I feel we ought fo agree to his amendment.

The Republican Party swept the State of Missouri by an
enormous vote, They did so partially by promising the people
the great benefits they were about to confer upon the State. I
have waited long and patiently to learn in what respect they
intended to confer those benefits. I am now convinced that the
cat is out of the bag and that we now know in what way the
Republican Party is going to benefit Missouri. So the great
Senator from that State brings forward as the first fruits of
Republican victory and reform this proposition to protect the
infant sunflower industry of Missouri. Mpr. President, I infend
to vote with my colleague. I think it is the only thing his
party has proposed that has any sense in it and the only thing
that will bring any results.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Curtis in the chair). The
question is on the amendment offered by the Senator from Colo-
rado to the amendment of the Senator from Missouri.

The amendment to the amendment was rejected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the
amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri.
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Mr. HARRISON.
nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading clerk pro-
ceeded to eall the roll

Mr. FERNALD (when his name was called). I transfer my
pair with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. JouNsox] to the
Senator from Maryland [Mr. France] and vote * yea.”

Mr. GLASS (when his name was called). Making the same
announcement with reference to my pair and transfer as on the
previous vote, I vote * nay.”

Mr. KNOX (when his name was called). Repeating the an-
nouncement made on the last vote, I withhold my vote,

Mr. POMERENE (when his name was called). Again an-
nouncing my pair with the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr,
Cusmaans], I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from
Tennessee [Mr. SHIELDS] and vote “nay.”

Mr, REED (when his name was called). Very much to my
regret, I find I am paired on this vote. I do not know how the
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Pace], with whom I am paired,
would vote, and I am therefore compelled to withhold my vote.

Mr. TOWNSEND (when his name was called). I transfer
my pair with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Rosinsox] to the
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NeLsox] and vote “ nay.”

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). I transfer my
pair with the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. WATsox] to the
Senator from Arizona [Mr, SaarH] and vote * nay.”

Mr, FERNALD (after having voted in the affirmative). The
Senator from Maryland [Mr, France], to whom I transferred
my pair, has just entered the Chamber. So I am compelled to
withdraw my vote.

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 62, as follows:

On that question I demand the yeas and

YEAS—145.
ngﬁcr Johnson, Calif.  McLean Spencer
Frelinghuysen Jones, N. Mex. cNary Sutherland
Gooding Lodge Myers Willis
Hale McCumber Penrose
NAYBE—62,
Ashurst Gerry La Follette Smoot
Ball Glass Lenroot Stanley
Beckham Gore McEellar Sterling
Borah Gronna Moses Bwanson
Brandegee Harris New Thomas
Calder Harrison Overman Townsend
Colt Heflin Phipps Trammell
Curtis Henderson Pittman Underwood
Dial Hiteheock Poindexter Wadsworth
Dillingham Jones, Wash. Pomerene Walsh, Mass.
dge Kellogg Ransdell Walsh, Mont.
Elkins Kendrick Sheppard Warren
Fall Kenyon Simmons Williams
Iletcher Keyes Smith, Ga, Wolcott
France King Smith, Md.
Gay Kirby Smith, 8. C.
NOT VOTING—19,
Chamberlain Knox Owen Sherman
Culberson MeCormick Page Shields
Cummins Nelson Phelan Smith, Ariz.
Fernald Newberry Reed Watson
Johnson, B. Dak. Norris Robinson

So Mr. Spexcer’s amendment was rejected.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I send an amendment to the
desk which I ask to have reported.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read.

The AsSsISTANT SECRETARY, Insert as a new section at the end
of the bill the following:

Sec. —. The revenues derived from the duties herein provided shall
constitute a fund and the same Is hereby appropriated for the rellef of
employees who through no fault of their own have become idle becanse
of the emergency which this act is designed to overcome. The moneys
here appropriated shall be distributed by the Commissioner of Internal
Revenue under such rules and regnlations as he, with the approval of
the Secretary of the Treasury, shall provide.

The relief herein provided for shall not be extended to any person
after his or her reemployment, whether by former employer or in other
vocations.

Mr. THOMAS. On agreeing to the amendment I demand the
yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were not ordered.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I offer the following amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. In paragraph 17, on page 3, line
20, after the words * per pound,” insert the following proviso:

Provided, That skirted wools, as imported in 1890 and prior thereto,
shall not pay a duty in excess of 15 cents a pound.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I should like to know what the
amendment means,

Mr. LODGE. 1 will explain it to Senators with great pleas-
ure. The language of the paragraph is so loosely drawn that

we thought it might do what was not intended, place a heavy
duty on washed and scoured wool, or skirted wool, which would
be a very serious thing indeed for all the wool industry. I

have talked with representatives of the woolgrowers on the
subject, and they are entirely satisfied with the provision; in
fact, they suggested it.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I have endeavored
to comprehend the significance of the amendment, as the wool
industry is one of very great importance to my State, but even
after the explanation made by the Senator from Massachusetts
[Mr, Lopgg], brief and cursory, I have no idea what the amend-
ment means. I can nof even apply it. Is the amendment the one
printed in the collection of amendments, page 19, reading as
follows :

Provided, That skirted wools, as imported in 1890 and prior thereto,
are hereby exempted.

Mr. LODGE. That is not the form in which I have pre-
serited it.

Mr. WALSH of Montana.
what was the exemption.

Mr. LODGE. I modified the amendment as printed, as I had
a right to do. I have modified it so as to make it provide that
the duty on skirted wool shall not be more than 15 cents a
pound. I have submitted the amendment to the representatives
of the woolgrowers, and they have stated that was a suitable
provision. The provision of the bill is so loosely drawn that
one can not tell whether skirted wool comes in under any duty
or not.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am not sure that I can throw light
on the subject, but it seemed for an instant as though light were
dawning on the other side of the Chamber, and I should like to
reflect it if I can.

As I understand, skirted wool is that part of the fleece of the
sheep which is left after cutting off the short wool. It is the
long wool; in ordinary tariff bills skirted wool pays a higher
duty than does ordinary wool. However, the Senator from
Massachusetts, out of the generosity of his heart, in order fo
help the American people secure cheaper clothing, desires in
this instance to reduce the import price of skirted wools. It
seems to me, if that is the case—and that is as I understand
it—that we ought to welcome the opportunity that comes to us.

Mr. WALSH of Montana, Mr. President, I think the Senator
from Alabama has correctly interpreted the consequence of the
proposed amendment. Skirted wool is prepared by clipping
from the fleece the inferior part of the fleece which comes from
the leg, neck, and the head, so that the skirted fleece is a kind
of wool of a higher character than the unskirted fleece. Ac-
cordingly, it usually carries a higher duty than does the fleece
in its ordinary form. The lower grades of wool would ordina-
rily carry lower rates of duty. The amendment is intended to
take away from the growers of wool the regular rate of duty
as prescribed in the measure; in other words, it lowers to that
extent the duty on wool.

Mr. UNDERWOOD.
American farmer.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The amendment is obviously
offered in the interest of the manufacturers of wool against the
purpose of the bill which is intended fo protect the producer.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa-
chusetts yield to the Senator from New Mexico?

Mr. LODGE. T yield.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I merely wish to observe that
what the Senator from Montana and the Senator from Alabama
have said is true; but the amendment will also operate to dis-
criminate in another way. The unskirted portions of the fleece
are usually the heavier parts, containing the larger percentage
of grease and dirt. I, therefore, do nof believe that the amend-
ment should carry; certainly not if it is designed to give the
woolen industry the protection which that industry thinks it
ought to receive at this time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. LODGE. I have one other amendment which I desire to
offer. .

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by
{he Senator from Massachusetts will be stated.

The ASSISTANT SECEETARY. On page 4 it is proposed to strike
out all after the words *scoured condition,” in line 8, and to
insert the following:
and put :bron%h any or all of those processes of manufacture necessar,
to the production of tops and not through nnnv bsequent proc W
cents per gound: advanced I.hrou%h any or all of those processes neces-
gary for the production of yarns but not throngh any subsequent proc-
esges, h2) cents per pound; advanced beyond yarns through any or all
of the processes necessary for the production of eloth, woven fabrics,
or knitted fabrics, 60 cenis per pound.

I was at a loss to understand

And, of course, is an assault on the
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire to say that the proposed
amendment simply provides for increasing the compensatory
duty which is provided by the bill as reported by the committee.
The woolen mills of the country are the purchasers of the wool
crop, and if they are to be hampered and broken down, the
growers of wool will lose their market. If we are to have duties
on wool in the different conditions desecribed in the bill, it is
only right to give a compensatory duty to the manufacturer.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr, President, I think not only
that this amendment should not be adopted, but upon the theory
upon which the Dbill is presented here, paragraph 19, as it is
numbered in the print before me, should not be adopted at all,
It should be made no more liberal certainly. The justification
for giving wool a place in this emergency tariff bill rests upon
what I stated the other day to be a very stable foundation.
There is a good reason for according special consideration to
wool at this time in any kind of a relief measure. I shall not

epeat what I suid the other day. The argument is—and it is a
ust one—that the market is now glutted with wool in conse-
gquence of the accumulations made during the war. We have
been told upon the floor 2 a justification for this proposed
legislation—although the statement as I showed is not ae-
curafe—that there is an accumulation of wool in this country
adequate for two years, or, if not for two years at least for a
year, and that wool is now in the hands of the manufacturers
and the dealers to whom the manufacturers go for it. 1t is the
purpose to stimulate production as much as possible and to
stimulate the use of wool in this country, as well as in other
countries, in order that this great accumulation of the world's
supply may be used up. The purpose of this amendment is to
put a heavy duty upon importations of woolen manufactures
and thus increase the price of the domestic product to pur-
chasers in this country, thereby reducing the consumption of
goods of woolen manufacture.

If the premise is correct and there is now in the hands of the
manufacturers and dealers in wool in this country n supply
adequate to meet all their wants for the period of a whole year,
why should they get any compensatory duty upon the products
whicl; they put upon the market from those accumulated sup-
plies

In this connection, I want to advert to a discussion that was
had with relation to that matter. The report made by the tariff
commission recited the wool surplus, as it was designated, now
in the world. It runs into an enormous figure, something in
the neighborhood of a biilion dollars worth. It was a ques-
tion as to whether that meant that there is upon the world
market that amount of wool over the amount that would ordi-
narily be carried over from year to year, or whether it meant
that that was the amount which was carried over. The fact
about the matter is that it does not represent either one or the
other. We have no means of knowing how much wool there is
carried over from the past season, for the reason that no
statistics concerning that matter are available at all, as we are
advised by the Tariff Commission. The British Board of Trade
is in possessoin of figures disclosing what wool is in hand in
the countries of Europe, but they decline to make those figures
public, and we have no other source of information with respect
to it; we are unadvised whether they are carrying over large
supplies or whether they have none whatever. If they have no
supplies, or practically no supplies in their warehouses, then
the probabilities are that we are carrying over no more or not
much more than ordinarily, and the problem is fo get an op-
portunity to use up that surplus supply so that it shall not
depress the wool market for the future,

But to get back to the pending amendment, we are putting
the duty on upon the theory that the manufacturers of the coun-
iry, who have bought up the 600,000,000 pounds of wool which
the Government has placed upon the market during the past two
years, are in a situation where the domestic market is so de-
pressed that the price of wool has fallen to one-half the cost of
production. Under those circumstances, I can not see why a
compensatory duty should be awarded to the manufacturers of
woolen goods in this country.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, admitting that there is a large
supply of wool on hand—and the figures seem to differ—it is in
the storehouses and has not been purchased by the manu-
facturers, If it had been purchased by the man

the price of it would have gone info the pockets of the wool | Bd

growers. The object is to encourage the consumption of the
surplus of wool now on hand. The only people who will use
it will be the domestic manufacturers; otherwise every pound
of it would have been exported before now,

We expect the domestic manufacturers to use this surplus of
wool that is here. By raising the duties on all wool to a high
point, and not giving a proper compensatory duty, we are mak-
ing every arrangement to allow the manufactured product to
come in cheap, and then the domestic manufacturers will not
buy the accumulated wool. The amendment will not affect the
duties placed on wool; it will simply enable the domestie
manufacturers to buy the wool. If they are prevented by com-
petition in manufactured woolens from buying that wool, the
woolgrowers will be just as badly off as they are now. We have
raised the duties on the various stages of wool to egual the
duties of the Payne-Aldrich bill, but have kept down the rates
on woolen manufactures. The result, of course, will be the
destruction practically of the market in which the growers must
sell their wool

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, it seems to me
that paragraph 19 in the bill gives a proper compensatory duty
to meet the duty on raw wool. Paragraph 19 specifically pro-
vides where the wool has been advanced in any way by any
process of manufacture beyond the scoured condition that there
shall be an additional duty of 45 cents a pound levied. Forty-
five cents a pound is the maximum duty on raw wool In its
scoured state. There is a compensatory duty exactly equnl
to the duty which is placed upon the raw product, and it
applies in addition to any duty existing at the present time
upon the manufactured products of wool. This provision in
the bill is designed to take care of the duty which the bill levies
upon raw wool, and I submit that it furnishes a sufficient com-
pensatory duty upon the manufactured product. We have a
tariff now upon the manufactured product; this increases that
tariff to the extent of 45 cents per pound, which is the maximum
of any duty upon scoured wool; and to increase that duty fur-
ther would be simply giving a bounty or a subsidy to the manu-
facturer in addition to that which he enjoys at the present time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, PorxpeExTER in the chair),
The question is on the amendment of the Senator from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. Lopge].

Mr. LODGE and Mr. MOSES called for the yeas and nays,
and they were ordered.

Ehe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the
roll.

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll

Mr. GLASS (when his name was called). Repeating the an-
nouncement made on the last roll call, I vote “ nay.”

Mr. OVERMAN (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WaAnmzEx],.
who is absent, and therefore withhold my vote. If the Senator
from Wyoming were present he would vote * yea,” and I would
vote “nay,”

Mr. POMERENE (when his name was called). Again an-
nouncing my pair with the senior Senator from Towa [Mr. Cum-
aans], I transfer that pair to the senifor Senator from Ten-
nessee [Mr. Samerns] and will vote. I vote “ nay.”

Mr. UNDERWOOD (when Mr. Reeo’s name was called).
The senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Reep] has been called
from the Chamber. He asked me to announce that he is paired
with the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Pace] and, if pres-
ent, wounld vote “ nay."

Mr. TOWNSEND (when his name was ecalled). I have a
pair with the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Roninsox],
and in his absence withhold my vote. .

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). I transfer my
pair with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. WaTsox] to the Sen-
ator from Arizona [Mr. Syore] and will vote. I vofe “nay.”

AMr. KENOX. I inquire if the senior Senator from Oregzon [Mr,
CrAMBERLATN] has voted?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not.

Mr. KNOX. In his absence I withhold my vote, as T am
paired with him.

Mr, CURTIS. I have been reguested to announce that the
Senator from Maine [Mr. FErnatn] is paired with the Senantor
from South Dakota [Mr. JoENSON].

The result was announced—yeas 81, nays 44, as follows:

YEAS—81,
Ball Eikins K Phipps
Brandegee France Poindexter
Calder Frelinghuysen M ber Emoot
Ca; Gooding McLean Spencer
Colt cNary Sutherland
Curtis Johnson, Califl. Moses Wadsworth
Dillingham Jones, Wash. New Willis

ge ellogg Penrose

NAYS—44,

Ashurst Glass Harrison
Fletcher Gore H

Borah Gay Gronna Henderson
Dial Gerry Harris Hitchcock
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Jones, N. Mex, MeCormick Sheppard Thomas
Kendrick McKellar Bimmong Trammell
Kenyon Myers Smith, Md. Underwood
Kin Owen Smith, 8, C, Walsh, Mass,
Kir| Pittman Stanley ‘Walsh, Mont,
La B'zllette Pomerene Sterling Williams
Lenroot Ransdell Swanson Wolcott
NOT VOTING—21.
Chamberlain Nelson Reed Townsend
Culberson Newberry Robinson Warren
Commins Norrls Bherman Watson
Fernald Overman Bhields
Johnson, B, Dak. Page Bmith, Ariz.
Knox Phelan Smith, Ga.

So Mr. Lopge’s amendment was rejected.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I have presented
three amendments which have been printed. They affect in-
dustries in my State. I am not going to offer them to this bill,
however, for two or three reasons.

One reason is that I recognize that this is an emergency
measure, and facts have not been submitted to me that show
that a necessity exists for these duties as an emergency meas-
ure, although I am satisfied that these interests reguire proteec-
tion. I feel satisfied that they will be taken care of in the
general revision bill, so I am not going to risk an adverse vote
in the Senate upon them now ; and furthermore, as I say, I am
not myself in possession of facts that show them to be emergent.

Furthermore, Mr. President, I haye been satisfied from the
beginning, so far as I am concerned, that this measure never
will become a law. The President will veto it. We can not
pass it over his veto. That is a very good reason to me for re-
fraining from proposing any further amendments to the bill

Mr, THOMAS. Mr. President, I offer an amendment, which,
on the Hth day of January, I presented to the Senate. This
amendment consists of the House immigration bill.

Mr. ASHURST. As it passed the House?

Mr. THOMAS. As it passed the House; and, among other
things, it suspends for a considerable period of time further
immigration to the United States.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado.

Mr, LODGE. Mr. President, I do not know whether the Sen-
ator desires to have the entire immigration bill read or not. I
think it is only fair to say——

Mr., THOMAS, I do not insist upon it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, then, the
reading will be dispensed with.

Mr. LODGE. It is not germane to this bill

Mr. THoaAs's amendment was, on page T, after section 4,
to insert the following:

Sec. 5. The term * United States™ means the United States and an
waters, territory, or other place subject to the jurisdietion thereof,
except the Isthminn Canal Zone and the Phi ine Islands; but if any
alien, or any alien seaman, leaves the Canal ne or any insu!ur 05
session of the United States and attempts to enter any other place
under the jurisdiction of the United States nothing comtained in this
act shall be construed as permitting him to enter under any other
('cmlllili}nn’ than those applicable to all aliens, or to all allen geamen,
respectively ;

‘he term * immigration act” means the act of February §, 1917,
entitled “An act to regulate the immigration of aliens to and the resi-
dence of aliens in the United Btates”; and the term * im tion
laws " Includes such act and all laws, conventions, and treaties of the
Ulrllited Stgtes relating to the immigration, exclusion, or expulsion of
aliens ; an

The' word *allen” includes any person not a mative-born or nat-
uralized citizen of the United BStates, but this definition shall not be
held to include Indidns of the United States not taxed mor citizens of
the islands under the jurisdiction of the United Btates.

H2ec. 6. Except as otherwise provided in this ac% from 60 days after
the passage of this act and until the expiration of 14 months next after
its sage, the Immigration of aliens to the United States is prohibited,
and during such time it shall not be lawful for any alien to enter the
United States from any forelﬁl port or place, or, having so entered,
to remain within the United Btates.

Bec. 7. (n} Bection 2 shall not apply to otherwise ndmissible allens
lawfully resident in the United Btates nor to otherwise admissible
aliens of the following status or occupations when complying with the
“q:‘.liimmlgms of this section and with all other provisions of the immi-
gration laws:

(1) Government officials, their families, attendants, servants, and

employees ;

Fzy Travelers or temporary sojourners for pleasure or business who
may enter the United States during the time of surﬁnsion of immigra-
tion for a period not exceeding six months each, which period may be
extended in individual cases by the Secre of Etste;

3) Bona fide students who may enter the United States solely for
the purpose of study at educational institutions parucu.latl:{h(}eslgnated
by them; and upon graduation, completion, or discontinnance of
stgurlies they shall not be entitled to remain in the United States;

(4) Minlsters of any religious denomination.

(b) An alien be!angingh to ome of the classes or persons enumerated
in subdivision (a) shall be permitted to enter the United States only
upon presentation of a valld passport or other official document in the
nature of a passport (hereinafter referred to as a port) satisfac-
torily establishing his ldentity, nationality, and to which of the classes
so enumerated he belongs, together with a signed and certified photo-
graph of the bearer attached. A wife, or a female child under 21 years
of age or a male child under 16 years of age, may be Included in the
passport of a husband or parcnt, but a phofugraph of each must be

attached to the passport. Each male child 16 years of age or over
must carry a separate passport,

(¢) Bach such passport must be viséed by an American consulate,
or a dElomatlc mission if specially authorized, in the countrf from
which the holder starts on his trif to the United States, and if such

try is not the country to which he owes allegiance the passport
must also be d by a diplomatic or consular officer therein of his
In all cases the passport must also be viséed by an

American consulate, or the diplomatic mission If specially authorized,
in the country from which the alien embarks for the United States,
or if he comes by land, the country by which he enters the United

Btates. ;

di Each allen coming within the provisions of this section, except
a duly accredited Government officlal, must furnish to the American
diplomatic or consular officer who visés the passport in the forei
country from which he starts on his trip to the United States, and
the American authorities at the port of entry or elsewhere in the
United States, a written declaration setting forth: (1) The date and
place of the bearer's birth; (2) the nationality and race of his lather
and mother; (3) the place of the bearer's last foreign residence and
the other p’laces, if any, where he has resided within the past five
Epurs, and what has been his occupation during that period; (-lg it

e has ever been in this country, the dates and objects of his visits
and the ¥1aces and addresses where he resided or sojourned; (5) the
date set for his departure for the United States, the port of embarka-
tion, and the name of the ship on which he Is to sall, if he goes by
wiater; (6) names and addresses of persons acquainted with the ap-
Plicanf in_the country from which he starts and in the United States,
f any; (7) the expected duration and object of his proposed visit to
this country, the documentary or other proofs of such objects submitted,
and the place or places In the United States where he expects to so-
journ or reside; (8) that the bearer knows and understands the provi-
gions of the Immigration laws excluding certain classes of allens from
the United States and is certain that he does not fall within any of
guch classes; (9) that the bearer understands that if, on arrival at
a port of the United States he is found to be a member of a class
excluded by the immigration laws, he will be deported, if practicable,
or, if for any reason deportation should be found to be impracticable,
will be held in detention in an immigration station or other place of
confinement, and that he i3, with full understanding thereof, assuming
all risks involved in a possihle return trip in consequence of being re-
Jected under such Jaw.

(e) A wife or minor child who does not expect to reside with the
ﬁusbund or father in the United States must carry a separate declara-

on.

(f) Each declaration must be affirmed or sworn to before a consular
officer, or a diplomatic officer of the United SBtates if specially author.
ized, and ed in triplicate, and a photograph of the declarant must
be attacheed to ecach copy, with an impression of the official seal.
The declaration must be made at least two weeks before the date of
intended departure, except in cases of extraordinary vmvr?zncy. One
cg&y of the declaration must be filed in the embassy, legation, or con-
sulate by which the passport )s first viséed, one copy forwarded imme-
diately to the Commissioner of Immigration or inspector in charge at
the port of entry by which the declarant expects to enter the United
States, and one copy fastened to the passport of the declarant In such
& way that it ma{ be removed upon his departure from the United
States. The copy last mentioned must be presented with the passport
to the officlal at the port of entry into This country who examines
passports, and to the immigration official who inspects the holder, and
to such other officlals in the United States as may be authorized to
inspect such documents,

EC. 8, (8) A citizen of the United States who Is 21 years of age or
over, who is a resident of the United States, may, uniler regulations
grescribed by the Secretary of Labor, apply to him for permission to
ring into the United States or send for an otherwise admissible wife,
parent, grandparent, unmarried son or brother under 21 years of age
unmarried or widowed daughter, or sister, grandson under 10 years of
"i:, whose father is dead, or unmarried or widowed granddaughter
whose father is dead: and any alien who has declared, In the manner
provided by law, his intention to become a citizen of the United States,
and who is a resident of the United States, may make like application
in reference to an otherwise admissible husband ‘or wife, unmarried son
under 21 years of age, or unmarried or widowed daughter ; but no ap-
llca&iu% may be made under this paragraph in the case of any relative
¥y adoption.

(b) ?t the Secretary of Labor is satisfied with the entry into the
United States of such relative would not be in violation of the immi-
gmtlon laws, and that such relative is llkely to prove a desirable resi-

ent of the United States, he may Issue a permit to the applicant,
under guch regulations as he may prescribe, which shall authozgxe the
tion officers at the port of entry to examine such relative upon
arrival at such port. Thereafter the right of such relative to admis-
slon shall be as provided by the immigration laws, except that it shall
not be subject to the act entitled “An act to prevent in time of war
gﬂmrtm'e rom and entry into the United States contrary to the public
ety, approved May 22, 1918,” or to the provisions of any proclama-
tion, order, rule, or regulation made thereunder, and except that the
litera test may, in the discretion of the Becretary of Labor, be
walved in the case of such relative,

SEc. 9. Nothing in section 2 shall be held to prevent the importation
of skilled labor under the conditions prescribed in the fourth proviso to
section 8 of the immigration act, nor to the importation of persons ems-
plo; as domestie servants,

EC. 10. The joint resolution approved October 19, 1918, entitled
“ Joint resolution authorizing the readmission to the United States of
certain allens who have been conscripted or who have volunteered for
seryvice with the military forces of the United States or cobelligerent
forces " is hereby amended by adding thereto a proviso reading as fol-
lows: “ Provided, That if any such alien shall on arrival at a port of
the United States be found to be aficted with a loathsome or contagious
disease, such alien shall not be readmitted until he ghall have n
treated in hospital and the di red 1toa taglous stage.”

Bec. 11. the period of suspension e&:rovlded for section 2
otherwise admissible aliens who have resided continuously in the Do-
minlon of Canada, Newfoundland, the Republlec of Cuba, or the Republie
of Mexico for at least one year may be temporarily admitted, for n
period not exceeding slx months, from such countries, under such rules
|;overni1:gl entry, inspection, temporary stag. and departure as may be
prescribed by the Commissioner General of Immigration, with the ap-
proval of the Seeretary of Labor,

SEc.12. Any alien who at any time after entering the United States
is found to have been at the time of entry not entitled under this act to
enter the United States, or to have remained therein for a Innger time
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than permitted under seetion 3 or section 7, shall be taken into custody | and in my State, as in a great many others, by virtue of this

and deported in the manner provided for in sections 19 .and 20 of the
immigration act.

SEec. 13. The provisions of sectlons 18 and 20 of the immigration act
assessing a penalty for fallure or refusal to accept, to de , OT guar
safely, to return, and to transport to foreign destination aliens ex-
cluded or expelled from the United States, or to pay maintenance and
deportation expenses of aliens, or for making any charge for the return
of excloded or expelled aliens, or for taking any security for the pay-
ment ¢f such charge, or for taking any conglderation from aliens to be
returned in case of landing, or for bringing to the United States any
deported aliens within a year from date of deportation without the con-
sent of the Secretary of Labor, shall apply to and be enforced in con-
nection with the provisions of this act relating to the exclusion or ex-
pulsion of aliens.

Spc. 14. Willfully to ﬁiva false evidence or swear to any false state-
ment in counection with the enforcement of this act shall constitute
prejury as such offense is defined in section 16 of the immigration act;

and the provisions of sectiong 16 and 17 of the immigration ncthpre- B

allens, and detining

scribing Inethods of procuring evidence concernin
apply to and be

offenses and preseribing punishments therefor. shall
enforced in connection with the gru\risions of this act,

Bec. 15. Any person who substitutes any name for the name written
in any document herein required, or any photograph for the photo-
graph attached to any such document, or forges or in any manner alters
any such document, or mlscl{ personates any person named in angr
such document, or issues or utters any forged or fraudulent document,
or presents to an immigrant inspector or other Government official any
forged or fraudulent document, and any person other than the ome to
whom there has been aulf issued any document preseribed by this act
who presents to an Immigrant Inspector or other Government official
any such document, shall be guilty of a felony and upon convietion
thereof shall in cases where no other pemalty is required by law be
fined in a sum not exceeding $1,000 or be imprisoned for a term of not
more than five years, or both,

Sec. 16. The Commissioner General of Immigration shall, with the
nlppro\‘al of the Secretary of Labor, issue such regulations, not incon-
sistent with law, as may be deemed necessary and appropriate to place
this act In full force and operation (except that regulations for the
viséing of passports under section 3 shall be made by the Secretary of
State). Such regulations shall include special rules for the application
of this act to the cases of aliens coming to the United States from or
through contiguous foreign territory, and to the cases of aliens entering
ficross the land boundaries for temporary stay or at frequent inter-
vils; also special rules to insure that the provisions of this act, of the
immigration act, or of any law, convention, or treaty relating to immi-

ation shall not be violated by aliens arriving at ports of the United
grtntos employed on vessels as seamen, and that, at the same time, the
enforcement of such laws shall not interfere with the operation of the
act approved March 4, 1915, entitled “An act to promote the welfare
of American seamen in the merchant marine of the United States, to
abolish arrest and imprisonment as a penalty for desertion, and to se-
cure the abrogation of treaty provisions in relation thereto, and to
promote safety at sea.”

Sec. 17, The provisions of this act are in addition to and not in
substitution for the provisions of the immigration laws,

The PRESIDING OFFICELR. The question is upon agreeing
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado.

Mr, LODGE. Mr. President, a bill has already been reported
as a substitute by our own Committee on Inymigration. This
is a large and important subject. I am heartily in favor of
legislation on the subject; but when a Senate committee has
acted upon it I do not think to put the House bill through
without giving it any consideration and without the amend-
ment being read is the proper way to deal with it.

Mr., THOMAS. Of course, it will not be adopted: I know
that; but if we want to relieve this emergency one way to re-
lieve it is to suspend Inrmigration.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from
Massachusetts whether it is the policy of the other side of the
Chamber to make the Immigration bill that has been reported
from the Immigration Commrittee the unfinished business imme-
diately after this bill is voted upon?

Mr, LODGE. I am extremely anxious to get the immigration
bill passed.

Mr. HARRISON. And there will be a request made to make
it the unfinished business?

Mr. LODGE. T can not say whether it will be made the
unfinished business or not. There are other very immportant
measures. One is the compensation bill for the railroads; it
ought to go through; and the immigration bill is one of the
very most important. I have not taken it up with any of my
colleagues here, but I hope we shall be able to pass the immi-
gration bill in sonre form. However, to pass a bill like that now,
when the Senate committee has reported it in a different form,
seens to me unwise,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TroMAS].

The amendnrent was rejected.

Mr, TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I offer the amendment
which I send to the desk,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated,

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. On page 2, line 21, after the
word “ lemons,” it is proposed to insert the following :

Limes, oranges, grapefruit, and shaddocks.

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I have a few words to say
in regard to this nmendment.

By this measure we seek to tax the bread and meat of the
table; we seek to tax the clothing and the shoes that we wear;

bill—if it accomplishes what it is intended and hoped that it
will accomplish—my people are going to have to pay a greatly
increased price as a result of the burden you are imposing
upon them by a high protective tariff upon their articles of
food and the clothing that they wear.

I am against the idea of a high protective tariff, and I do
not believe there is any justification for this measure at the
present time, and particularly many of its provisions: but if
we are going to have to purchase what we purchase in a pro-
tected market, as far as the people of my State are concerned,
then I think their industries are entitled to the same consid-
eration at the hands of Congress.

You have increased the rate of duty upon lemons. Iere-
tofore lemons, limes, grapefruit, and oranges have been in-
cluded in the same classification under all tariff bills, as far
as I have been able to review them in the past. If there is
any justification for the increase upon lemons, then there is
a justification for an increase of tariff certainly upon limes,
which are sold more or less for a purpose similar to that for
which lemons are used.

I believe the amendment is certainly far more meritorious
than many that have been attachied to this bill.  Therefore, I
hope the amendment will be adopted.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment of the Senator from Florida [Mr. TrAMMELL].

The amendment wag rejected.

SEVERAL SENATORs. Vote!

Mr. ASHURST. Mr, President, I shall satisfy the demands
gfig?y friends who are clamoring for a vote by promising to be

rief,

Some days ago I proposed an amendment whieli will be
found on page 6 of the list of printed amendments, which is as
follows:

On page 3, line 11, strike out the numeral “7" and insert
*30,” so that if the amendment were adopted section 16 would
read as follows:

Cotton having a staple of 11 inches or more in length, 80 cents per
pound,

The hour is late and the temper of the Senate is such that it
would not hearken even to an eminent Senator if he spoke at
length to-night, but I shall briefly give the reasons for my
amendment.

The only places where Egyptian cotton is grown are, of
course, Egypt, Arizona, and California.

That illustrious statesman, who is recognized as the pride of
his party, the senior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Smr-
aoNgl, in an able speech the other day sald that the market
for Egyptian cotton was now gluited, and that that ecircum-
stance is what brought the price down, and that learned states-
man went on to say that England takes nearly all the cotton
grown in Egypt; whereupon that other distinguished statesman,
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr, McCuMBER], immediately
pointed out that in 1920, the year just closed, Egypt exported
to the United States over 400,000 bales of Egyptian cotton, and
I know that every Senator who indulges in the luxury of think-
ing, as we all frequently do, is irresistibly driven to the con-
clusion that when Arizona and California together produce only
about 150,000 bales, the importation of nearly four times that
unétount, or over 400,000 bales, will drive down the price of home
cotton.

The statue of Memnon, in Egypt, by some peculiar physical
law or attribute, sings when the morning sun strikes it. That
colossal statue was erected four or five thousand years ago. When
the morning sun strikes the statue of Memnon and it begins
its song the Egyptian laborer begins his song, and so long as
the sun shines he works and sings: and I repeat what I said
the other day, that of all the sons of men who have walked
the earth, none excel in physical endurance the swart Egyptian,
who sings and works 12 long hours beneath a blazing sun, He
produces this Egyptian cotton. Before the Great War he re-
ceived 35 and 40 cents a day. During the war he received 50
cents n day. He is now receiving about 45 cents a day.

Data as to this product has been difficult to obtain. It has
been difficult for the Bureau of Markets to acquire reliable
data, But the most reliable data obtainable show that in Egypt
a pound of Egyptian long-staple cotton may be produced for
about 30 cents. It costs the American producer about 70 cents
per pound to produce it.

Last year Egypt dumped into this country over 400,000 bales
of that cotton, produced by these fellaheen of Egypt, and we
are asked to go into competition with that marvelous machine
of physical efficiency. I have asked that the duty be made 30
cents a pound, because that is as near the cost per pound to
produce Egyptian cotton as I am able to reach, and unless some
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attempt is made to equalize the difference in the cost of cotton
over and above the figure I have selected our producers will be
driven out of business.

Of course, the duty would be operative but for 10 months,
during which time the present glutting of the market would be
somewhat absorbed and normal conditions restored.

The amendment was rejected.

AMr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I have another amendment.
I move to strike out, on the same line, the numeral *7 " and to
insert in lien thereof the numeral “ 15.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
amendment.

The AsSISTANT SEcrerany. On page 3, line 11, strike out
«7 v hefore the word “ cents,” and insert in lieu thereof “15.”

The amendment was rejected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there are no further amend-
ments as in Committee of the Whole, the bill will be reported
to the Senate.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on cencurring
in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole, with
g;e exception of one reserved by the Senator from Idalo [AMr.

OnAH].

The amendments were concurred in.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
amendment reserved for action in the Senate by the Senator
from Idaho.

The AssisTANT Secreraey. The Senator from Idaho. [Mr.
Bonan] reserved for a separate vote the amendment on page 3,
line 4, which reads as follows:

13. Fresh or frozen beef, weal, mutton, lamb, and pork, 2 cents per
pound. Aeats of all kinds, prepared or preserved, mot specially pro-
vided for herein, 25 per cent ad valorem.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring
in the amendment.

The amendment was concurred in.

Mr. SPENCER. I offer the amendment which T send to the
desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
amendment. .

; The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. Insert a new paragraph, as fol-
oWs:

29, Sunflower sced, 2 cents per pound; sunflower oil, 20 cents a
gallon.

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, of course I am not going to
take the time of the Senate at this hour. I do not expect to
accomplish a particle of change in the judgment of the Senate,
but I want to say to Senators that I do not propose that this
matter shall be regarded as a joke in the minds of many Sena-
tors, as I now know it is.

I want to say with all frankness that seven years ago the
Ttussian Government imported into the United States 1,930,000
pounds of sunflower seed. From that moment sunflower seed
began to be cultivated in the United States, and with regard to
stock and soil and silage, it is a coming industry in the United
Stutes. There are farmers here who ought to know about it
far better than I, who never lived on a farm in my life. Sun-
flower is the only erop which, when it follows corn, will kill the
corn-root rot and make the soil ready for wheat.

Yet there are many Senators who are voting upon this ques-
tion without any regard to its future. Even my own distin-
guished colleague ridiculed the product of the southeastern por-
tion of his own State. There is merit in the position I take in
regard to sunflower seed. Without any hope to change the
judgment of the Senate, I ask for a vote.

The amendment was rejected.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill

pass?
_Mr., SIMMONS. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr., GLASS (when his name was called). I transfer my
pair with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. SHErMAN] to
the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CurLpersox] and vote
' l]ﬂ)‘.”

Alr. GERRY (when Mr. Gorre's name was ecalled). The
senior-Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gore] is paired with the
junior Senator from New York [Mr. Catver], If present, the
senior Senator from Oklahoma would vote * nay.”

Mr. KNOX (when his name was called). In the absence of
the senior Senator from Oregon [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN], with

whom I am paired, I am compelled to withhold my vote.
Were I permitted to vote, I would vote * yea.” ’

Mr. OVERMAN (when his name was called). In the absence
of the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Wazrex], with whom I
have a general pair, I am bound to withhold my vote, If the
Senator from Wyoming were present, he would vote “ yea " and
I would vote *nay.”

Mr. POMERENE (when his name was called). Again an-
nouncing my pair with the senlor Senator from Yowa [Mr.
Cuanaxs], I transfer that pair to the senlor Senator from
Tennessee [Mr. Smierps] and vote “ nay.”

I am authorized to announce that if the senior Senator from
Tennessee were present he would vote “ nay.”

Mr. SMITH of Maryland (when his name was called). I
have a general pair with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr,
DirrrxcHEAM].  Therefore I refrain from voting. If he were
present, he would vote “ yen " and I would vote “ nay.”

Mr., TOWNSEND (when his name was called). I have a
pair with the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Rorixsox],
which I transfer to the senlor Senator from Minnesota [Mr.
Nrrson] and vote “ yea.”

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). I transfer my
pair with the senlor Senator from Indiana [AMr. WatsoxN] to the
Senator from Arvizona [Mr. Sxara] and vete * nay.”

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to announce that the senior
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Rerp] is absent and is paired with
the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Page]. I am authorized
to gtate that if the senior Senator from Missouri were present,
he would vote “ nay.”

Mr. OVERMAN. I transfer my pair with the Senator from
Wyoming [Mr. Warnex] to the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr.
Owex] and vote *“nay.”

Mr. CURTIS. I wish to announce that the Senator from
New York [Mr. Carper] is paired with the Senator from Okla-
homga [Mr. Gorel.

The result was announced—yeas 43, nays 30, as follows:

YEAB—43,

Ashurst Gaooding Lenroot Poindexter
Ball Gronna I.:od;.:e Ransdell
Borah Hale McCormick Bheppard
Brandegee Henderson MceCumber Smoot
Capper Johnson, Calif, MecLean Spencer

ur Jones, N. Mex. McNary Sterling
Elkins Jones, Wash, Myers Butherland
Fall Kellogg ow Townsend
France Kendrick Penrosa Wadsworth
Frelinghuysen Kenyon hipps Willis
Gay La Follette Pittman

NAYS—S30,

Beckham Harrison Overman Trammell
Colt Heflin Pomerene Underwoad
Dinl Hitcheoek Simmons Walsh, Mass,
Edge Keyes Smith, Ga. Walsh, Mont.
Fleteher King Smith, 8. C. Willlams
Jerry Kirby Stanley Waolcott
(GGlass MceKellar Swanson

Harris oses Thomas

NOT VOTING—23.

Calder Gore en Bhields
Chamberlain Johnson, 8. Dak. P’age Smith, Ariz,
Culberson Knox Phelan Smith, M4,
Cummins Nelson Reed Warren
Dillingham Newberry Robinson Watson
Fernald Norris Sherman

So the bill was passed.

Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate request a conference
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments,
and that the Chair appoint five conferees on the part of the
Senate to confer with the proper number of conferees on the
part of the House.

The motion was agreed to; and the Presiding Officer appointed
Mr. PENEROSE, Mr. McCumpEgr, Mr. Saroor, Mr. Siaaoxs, and
Mr, Wirrraars conferees on the part of the Senate.

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATIONS.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr, President, I move that the Senate pro-
ceed to the consideration of H. R. 15441, the Post Office ap-
propriation bill.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, ns in Committee
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 15441)
making appropriations for the service of the Post Office Depart-
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1922, and for other
purposes, which had been reported from the Committee on Post
Offices and Post Roads with amendments,

RECESS.

Mr. TOWNSEND. I movz that the Senate take a recess until
to-morrow morning at 11 o'clock.

The motion was agreed to; and (at T o'clock p. m.) the Senate
took a recess until to-morrow, Thursday, February 17, 1921,
at 11 o'clock a. m,
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The House met at 11 o'clock a. m.

Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., pastor of Calvary
Methodist Episcopal Church, Washington, D. C., offered the
following prayer:

Heavenly Father, we pause. Let everyone feel that he is
remembered. We thank Thee for earthly labor. May we do
it diligently, faithfully, and successfully. And linger with us
like a friend, loath to leave. And we will evermore praise
Thee. Through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap-
proved.

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATIONS.

Mr, NOLAN. DMr. Speaker, I yield 15 minutes to the gentle-
man from Connecticut [Mr. Megrrrrr]. ;

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. If the gentleman will yield, I would
like, Mr. Speaker, to ask unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker's table the bill H, R. 15543, disagree to the Senate
amendments, and comply with the request for the conference,
and ask for the appointment of conferees.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani-
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s table, disagree to all
the Senate amendments, and agree to the conference asked by
the Senate, n bill which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk proceeded to report the bill.

Mr, McCLINTIC. Mr. Speaker, I think we ought to have a
(uorum present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma makes the
point that there is no quorum present. It is c¢lear no quorum is

present.
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House.
The motion was agreed to.
The roll was called, and the following Members failed to an-
swer to their names:

Ashbrook Evans, Nebr, McFadden Scully
Ayres Ferris MeGlennon Sears
Bacharach Foeht McKiniry Sells

Baer Frear McKinley Small
Bankhead Gallagher McLane Smith, Idaho
Hell Gallivan Maher Smith, 111,
Bland, Mo. Gandy Mann, 8, C Smithwick
Brooks, T1L Gani Manstield Snell
Caldwell Goodall Mason Steele
Candler Goodwin, Ark, Mead Btoll
Cantrill Graham, Pa, Milligan Strong, Pa.
Carew Hamill Moon Bullivan
Case Harreld Mooney Thomas
Clark, Fla. Harrison Morin Tinkham
Clark, Mo, | augen Mudd Vare
Classon Heward Nelson, Wis, Vestal
Caople Hudspeth 0’Connell Vinson
Costello Humphreys Park Ward
Crowther Husted Parker Watkins
Currie, Mich, Igoe Rainey, Ala. Weaver
Dallinger Jacowail Rainey, John W. Whaley
Davey James, Mich, Randall, Calif. Wheeler
Dempsey Johnston, N. ¥, Reavis Wilson, I1L
Denison Kennedy, lowa Reed, N. Y. Wilson, Pa.
Dent Kennedy, R. 1, Reed, W. Va. Wise
Dewalt Kiess Riddick Woods, Va,
Dunovan Kitchin Riordan Woodyara
Dooling Kleczka Robinson, N. C. Yates
Doughton Kreider Rodenberg Young, Tex,
Eagle Langley Rowan himan
Edmonds Lonergan Rubey

Ellsworth MeArthur Rucker

Emerson McCulloch Sanders, La.

The SPEAKER. On this vote 299 Members have answered to

their names.

A quorum is present,

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with fur-
ther proceedings under the eall.

The motion was agreed to.
QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE.

Mr. POU. DMr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal

privilege,

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from North Carolina will

state It

Alr. POU. This is the report of an interview published in the

Philadelphia Ledger of Wednesday, February 16, by the gentle-
man from California [Mr. Kaax]. I see him in his seat, so I
think I ean without impropriety proceed. In commenting upon
the supposed action of the Committee on Rules in refusing to re-
port favorably or to present to the House a resolution of inves-
tigntion known as the Bergdoll investigation resolution, the
gentleman from California used these words:

And now Mr. CAMPBELL has told me that the Rules Committee met
this mornln% and had decided that the resolution was not to be brought
up at this time and that there is little likelihood of action being taken
at this session,
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Now, what T am going to read is the basig of the few remarks
I would like to make:

I was thunderstruck; I am sorely disappointed. It has come to me
that the Democrats on the Rules Committee blocked action; that they
are against an inquiry into the Bergdoll scandal.

Now, Mr. Speaker, if that is not the basis for a question of
personal privilege, I ask unanimous consent to address the
House for five minutes,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks
unanimous consent to address the House for five minutes. Is
there objection?

Mr. KAHN. Reserving the right to object, I may want five
minutes.

Mr, POU. I shall not object.

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection.

Mr. POU. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am going to say I will not
believe our genial colleague from California [Mr. KAux~] wishes
to do the Democratic members of the Committee on Rules an
injustice, but his statement is absolutely incorrect. I might as
well say frankly what the attitude of the minority was. We
said to the majority that “ The responsibility is on you to bring
up this matter. If you want to bring it up, we shall not throw
any obstacle in the way; but we think it is a bad precedent to
set.”

That may not have been said in so many words, but the state-
ment represents the position we took, Bergdoll was accused
of a crime, and we thought it would be a dangerous precedent
for the House to investigate through a committee a crime
which ought to be the subject of investigation by the Depart-
ment of Justice. If the House is going to set in motion an
investigation every time some Government official is charzed
with crime, we will have little time to attend to the business
which is properly our own. I think it is a bad precedent to
set. It is the business of the governmental authorities to go
into this matter, and if anybody bas been guilty of a crime
prosecute him and convict him and put him in stripes if
necessary.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr, Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield? .

Mr. POU. I yield.

Mr, JOHNSON of South Dakota. Is it not true that there was
absolutely no disagreement on that committee between the Re-
publicans and Democrats as to the action that ought to be
taken?

Mr. POU. Yes; I think that is true. I think we came to the
conclusion unanimously that a mistake had been made in taking
favorable action on the resolution some months ago. But to
gay that the Democratic members blocked action is both incor-
rect and absurd. I do not believe there is a single Republican
on the Committee on Rules who indorses that statement.

With this explanation, Mr. Speaker, T have no more to say.
I reserve the remainder of my time.

Mr, KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to addresy
the House for five minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani-
mous consent to address the House for five minutes. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. KAHN. Mr, Speaker, I would be the last man who would
want fo charge the Democratic members of the Committee on
Rules with having blocked any resolution. The interview in
the Public Ledger of Philadelphia is probably what I said. But I
was told that that condition occurred inyesterday's meeting of the
committee. Of course, in having personally read the testimony
that was given before the Inspector General of the Army, 1
felt satisfied that that resolution for an investigation by a
special congressional committee ought to pass, and ought to pass
immediately.

Mr. POU. Alr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. KAHN. Yes.

Mr. POU. Will the gentleman please explain to the House
how it would be possible for the Democratic members of the
Committee on Rules to block favorable action upon that reso-
lntion when there is a 2 to 1 Republican majority on that com-
mittee?

Mr. KAHN. I do not know.

Mr. POU. There is about 2 to 1 majority against us. How
could four members block it when there are eight members on
one side and four on the other?

Mr. KAHN. Sometimes there is just a bare majority of the
committee present at a meeting of the committee: the fact is
that the resolution was blocked, and the gentleman from Cali-
fornig was told that the blocking was done by the Democratie
members.
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AMr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman. yield?

Mr. KAHN. Yes.

Alr. GARRETT. The resolution was reported out at the last
session of Congress.

Mr, KAHN. True

Mr. GARRETT. There has net frem that heur until now
been @ time when the chairman eould not have ealled that
resolution up if he desired to do so. [Applause on the Demo-
eratic side.] And no aection has been taken by the committee as
a whole or by the individual members of the committee which
interfered.

Mr. KAHN. I regret exceedingly that any action was taken
by the committee to prevent a thorough investigation of the
Bergdoll matter, because, while the investigatien made by the
Inspector General of the Army shows on its face that certain
things were done that were exeeedingly , nevertheless
the real facts, in my epinion, have never been brought out in
any trial or in any proceeding. I bhelieve the facts ought to
be brought out. I enly wish that we: had an opportunity to
vote upen the rule, because I think it would pass practically
without on this fleer. The real facts ought to be
brought out so that the eountry might kmow whether a rich
millionaire slacker ean get away when seme poor devil whe alse
was a slacker is held *in durance vile” for a good number ef
years. [Applause on the Republican side.]}

Mr. BEE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from California yield
to the gentleman from Texas?

AMr. KAHN. Yes; I yield.

Mr. BEE. In view of the statement made by the gentleman
from California and the statément made by the gentleman from
Tennessee [Mr. Gareerr], does the gemtleman from California
still contend that the Demoeratic members of the committee
blocked this proceeding?

Mr. KAHN. It is evident thai they did mot, and I am glad

to say so.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal
privilege.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, the Times-Herald, printed in
Dallag, Tex., issue of Sunday, February 6, 1921, eontains the
following under headlines of ‘““Probe of escape of Bergdoll,
noted and wealthy draft evader, promised.” TUnder a Wash-
ington headline of February 5 it is stated as follows:

“ Beeause a prineiple str at the vitals of democratic government
is involved,” said Representative KimN, of Califo to the Public
i “Pimes-Herald co ondent Friday, “I am fo to the rock

» . The ¢ of the House Com

shaking his domelike head in a character-
ching his fist to make it mere em e, was de-

isti i phati
e the first steps to translate his

seribing how, this aftermoon, he took
intentions into deeds.

¥r. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is net present-
ing a question of personal privilege.

Mr. BLANTON. The reporter asked the following question:

“yyill your inguiry end up like most con jonal inquiries do—in
thin air?” The Member from the Golden te rose up——

Mr. MONDELL., Mr, Speaker, the gentleman is net present-
ing a matter of personal privilege.

Mr. BLANTON. I wanted to show a foundation fo make a
guestion of personal privilege. When I get through, the gentle-
man from Wyoming will not eontend that I am not presenting a
question of personal privilege. As te the guestion whether or
not it weuld end in thin air—

+ Not if I ean help it, and I think I can,”
* Lang before oll turned wp safe and sound among his German
Kinsmen and friends, I introduced s reselution ea for a select
committes to pry into the case. That was on May 23, 1920.”

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, when he says that,
mean himself, or the gentleman from California [3r. Kanx]}?

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. KAaunN.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is out of order.

Mr. BLANTON. I will get down to it

Ar, KING. Mr. Speaker, I submit a point of order.

Mr. BLANTON. I will submit the matter to the Chair, if
the Chair would prefer.

The SPEAKER. The Chair would prefer that the gentleman
would state his point of order.

Mr, KING. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order.

Mr. BLANTON., He says:

I ealled it up on June 5. and thers was o highly significant discus-

glon on the floor of the Iouse over It, but the Chicago convention
was assembling, and

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not stating a question of
personal privilege.
Mr. BLANTON.

was his foreeful einder,

Mr. Speaker, he charges me with blocking

this resolution and inferentially with being in collusion with
this dirty millionaire slacker in preventing this resolution from

passing, which is infamously untrue. [Applause.] If that does
not constitute a question of personal privilege, I would like to
know what does.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman should recite that.

Mr. BLANTON. I want to give enough of this artiele to
show what I was driving at. Here is what he cites. He says:

For reasons best known to himself—

Speaking of the gentleman from Texas—

for reasons best known to himself, his constituents in the seventeenth
Texas distriet, T hear, were much Interested in them during his recent
campaizn for reelection, Reprcsentative Braxwes blocked passage
of that resolution. 8o exactly eight months to the day have been lost
that might have beerr employed in running the real felon or felons in
the Bergdoll mystery to e

I want to submit this document to the Speaker. All threugh
it he intimates that I was protecting this dirty, infamous mil-
lionaire slacker. [Laughter.]

The SPEAKER. The only statement the Chair finds is that
Representative Brasrton blocked the passage of that reselu-
tion. Is that a faet?

Mr. BLANTON. It is not a fact.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman did ebjeet to a

for unanimeous consent.

Mr. BLANTON. I can say that I did object to unanimous
consent, but it was not a fact that I blocked its passage under
the rule. No man can block anything in the House of Repre-
sentatives when there are 270 Members here. There were 270
Members on the floer at the time the gentleman aleged that I
blocked ift.

The SPEAKER. The Chair at first blush dees not think——

Mr. BLANTON. - The Chair has not read the part where he
attempts to connect me with it directly.

Mr. WINGO. Will the Chair indulge me a moment?

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman.

Mr. WINGO. The Chair has read, and the gentleman from
Texas has already read, the charge that he blocked the reselu-
tion. Now, I think with the facts krown, and a eharge of bleck-
ing an investigation, frem the gentleman’s viewpeoint would
involve moral turpitude, and it is a question whether or not the
gentleman did block it. The Chair must take judicial netice
of the fact that the proceedings revolve around a special rule
that the gemtleman from Kansas [Mr. Camereri] had in his
pocket. One man can not block a speeial rule in this Heuse;
and any charge that he did it in this instance involves moral
turpitude and furnishes the gentleman with a guestion of per-
sonal privilege. The Chair knows I am the last man under
the sun to give the gentleman any leeway im a discussion of
personal privilege in this Heuse; but I think the gentleman is
certainly entitled to be heard en the charge.

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman from Arkamsas does not ac-
curately state the case. He says the question revolves around
a special rule. The matter that is referred te in this newspaper
article is the ebjection made by the gentleman from Texas [Mr,
Braxton] some time ago teo the consideration of the Bergdoell
resolution when a request was made for its consideration by
unanimous consent.

Mr. WINGO. I gather fremx the statement made by the gen-
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. GArRreTT] that it is n fact that the
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Caxesere], chairman of the Com-
mittee on Rules, has a rule reported by that committee,

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, that is not the matter before
the House,

Mr. WINGO. The gentleman from Texas could not prevent
the consideration of that.

Mr. BLANTON. At the time he charges I blocked the con-
sideration of this matter the gentleman from IKansas [Mr.
QaarppErn], chairman of the Rules Committee, had alveady pre-
sented a rule to this House and asked consideration of it, mak-
ing in order as special privileged business of this House reselu-
tion 574, introduced by Mr. Kanx, and I want to cite the Chair
to the record on it. I have it right here to show that Mr.,
CaarepeLr of Kansas himself:

Mr, MANN of Illinois. Myr. Speaker, I make the point of
order that the matter does not present a question of personal
privilege.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman from Illinois be falr
enough to let me present this matter?
Mr. MANN of Ilineis. I should

ment——

Mr. WINGO. That is what the gentleman is discussing.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. I suppose during my membership in
the House I have been accused more than a thousand times of
blocking legislation, and in many cases if was true. [ Laughter.]
But does that give me the right, every time somebody makes
that charge in a newspaper, to rise to a question of personal
privilege and obtain the floor for an hour? It would lead to

like to make this state-




CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

3263

the grossest abuse and waste of the time of the House. It is
no crime for a man to block legislation.

Mr. WINGO. WIill the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. MANN of Illinoig, There is no moral turpitude involved
in blocking legislation. There is much legislation which I shall
block as far as I can, as long as I am a Member of the House,
and a Member has the right to object to the consideration of a
resolution on a request for unanimous consent. It involves
no moral turpitude, and does not give rise to a question of
personal privilege,

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Certainly.

Mr. BLANTON. Suppose there should be a proper resolution
here before the House 1o really investigate, in a bona fide, gen-
uine way, facts showing where a dirty, infamous millionaire
slacker got away from officers by spending money lavishly,
$100,000 at a whack, and he goes over to Germany and adds in-
sult after insult to this country, and a Member of Congress
should block such a proper resolution before the House, if he
could do it; is not that a question that involves some moral
turpitude?

Mr. MANN of Ililnois. Why, certainly not. Mr, Speaker, a
majority of the House frequently blocks legislation by refusing
to vote for it. Does that give to every Member of the House
the right to rise to a question of personal privilege if some
newspaper charges that a majority have blocked legislation?
It is the question of privilege that I am discussing. It does
not present a question of personal privilege for a newspaper to
gay that some Member of the. House, or a majority of the House,
or the House itself has blocked legisiation, That is not a
question of personal privilege.

Mr, BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the
Speaker hear me one minute to read the RRecorp. Here it is, on
page 9195 of the permanent REcosp for June 4, 1920:

The 8reiAker. Two hundred and seventy Members have answered to

their names, A quorum is present.
AMr. CaMPBELL of Kansas, Mr. Speaker, just before the recess I sub-

mifted a resolution to investigate the escape from a military n of

ond Bergdoll, The circumstances surrounding the escape point to a
yery nasty scand

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Bpeaker, I demand the regular order,

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. ere belng oljection, Mr., Speaker, to the
consideration of the resolutlon, I withdraw the resolution,

He withdrew the special rule that made this resolution in
order as privileged business in this House when there were 270
Members present, and I merely asked for the regular order.
Under these circumstances the gentleman from California puts
in a paper of my State the statement that I blockedl it, when it
is not true.

The way that it came up before was that they asked unanimous
consent in the dying hours of Congress. I objected, because
there was only a handful of men here on the floor to consider
the resolution, and there were things in it that smelled to
heaven, not connected with if, but politics, dirty politics, and
that was what I was objecting to—to save the people’'s money.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr, Speaker, I claim the gentleman has not
presented a question of personal privilege.

The SPEAKER. The Chair has read the article and the
Chair finds nothing in it except the one statement that Repre-
sentative BLaxton blocked the passage of that resolution. 'The
Chalr thinks that the argument made by the gentleman from
Iilinois [Mr, MaxN] is convincing and in accordance with other
precedents which have been cited to the Chalr. The Chair
thinks that the statement that the gentleman blocked legisla-
tion does not raise a question of personal privilege.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I have a resolution right now,
No, 603, I introduced December 7, 1920, that is pending before
the Rules Committee, directing this Military Affairs Commitiee
to investigate the Bergdoll matter.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the
following titles, when the Speaker sizgned the same:

HL R, 15271. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
Majestic Collieries Co. to construct a bridge across the Tug
Fork of Big Sandy River, at or near Cedar, in Mingo County,
W. Va,, to the Kentucky side, in Pike County, Ky.:

H. R. 16750. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge
neross the Little Calumet River, in Cook County, State of IlH-
nois, at or near the village of Burnham, in said county;

H. . 13606. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
city of 8t. Paul, Minn., to construct a bridge across the Mis-
siseippi River;

H. R.15011. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Inferior
to offer for sale remmainder of the coal and asphalt deposits in
segregated mineral land in the Choctaw and Chickasaw Na-
tions, State of Oklahoma;
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H. R.15131. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge
across the Hudson River between the city of Troy, in the county
of Rensselaer, and the city of Cohoes, in the county of Albany,
Btate of New York:

H. R.12157. An act to amend act of Congress approved June
30, 1913; and

H.R.14311. An act to authorize the Improvement of Red
Lake and Red Lake River, in the State of Minnesota, for navi-
gation, drainage, and flood-contro] purposes.

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILTL.

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. "Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent o take from the Speaker’s desk the bill H, R. 15543, the
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, disagree
to the Senate anrendments, and agree to the conference asked for,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani-
mous corsent to take from the Speaker's table the bill H. R,
155648, disagree to the Senate amendments, and agree to the con-
ference asked for. Is there objection?

Mr. TINCHER. Reserving the right to object, I want to
ask the chairman if this request is granted will he come back
to the House with Senate amendment 63, raising the amount of
$7,100,000 for enforcement of the Volstead law to $7,500,0007

Mr. WOOD of Indiana, I have no objection.

Mr. TINCHER. That is a Senate amendment, and I know
the attitude of the gentleman himself on that question. IFf
the chairman will state that he will bring that matter on
th;: floor of the House for a vote on this amendment, I ghall not
object.

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. I have stated that it will be brought
onto the floor, as far as I am concerned. I expect ail of those
questions will be brought onto the floor and the House will
have an opportunity to vote upon them,

Mr. TINCHER. I want a more definite statement than that,

Mr. WOOD of Indinna. I will state that so far as I am con-
cerned the House may have a separate vote on that amendment,

Mr. TINCHER, This is an amendment that some of us want
to vote on. We want to recede and accept the Senate amend-.
ment.,

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. I have stated that as far as I am
concerned the gentleman may have the opportunity,

Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, I want to
ask the chairman whether or not he will return to the House
all matters of legislation, in the way that was dohe on the
District bill?

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. I will try to conform exactly with
the new rule. I am not going to take any position that will de-
prive the Honse of its rights under that rule.

Mr. SISSON. Reserving the right to object, there is one
item that goes in this bill in the Senate making provision for the
Federal Farm Loan Board to function. That amendment being
put on in the Senate——

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. That will have to come back.

Mr. SISSON. Unless the Senate conferees should yleld.
Now, I would like to have an opportunity to have the House
vote on that amendment, because I believe it is the only oppor-
ﬂg@t}ty that we will have to get the farm loan law to function
again,

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. T will state that the gentleman from
Mississippi will be one of the conferces, and with his ability
and zeal he can probably bring it back here,

AMr, SISSON. T hope so, and I hope the gentleman will help
me. With that understanding I have no objection.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. Is
it now in order to move that the House agree to the Senate
amendment on page 65 with reference to the amount appro-
priated for the enforcement of the prohibitory law?

The SPEAKER, It would not; this is simply asking unani-
mons conzent fo send it to conference.

Mr. BARKLEY. Would it be in order to move to instruct
the House conferees to agree to the amendment on that sub-
jeet?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the practice is not to
instruct the conferees on the first conference, but the Chair does
not see why it would not be in order.

Mr. BARKLEY. If we are to have the matter brought back,
I see nd reason why we could not vote on it now. I desire {o
take advantage of any parliamentary opportunity I may have
to make a motion either that the House agree to the amendment
or that the conferces be instructed to agree to it.

Mr. NOLAN. Mr, Speaker, the Committee on Patents has
the right of way, and this is all by unanimous consent. If we
can not close this up in a short time I am going to ask for the
regular order.

Mr. BANKHEAD. 1 think we ought to have the regular
order,
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Mr. BLANTON. A point of order, Mr. Speaker; the gentle-
man from California [Mr. Norax] having yielded to the gentle-
man from Indiana to make a unanimous-consent request, and he
having called up the bill, is not that the regular order and the
inquiry or motion made by the gentleman from Kentucky?

Mr. NOLAN. I do not like to object, but unless this is ter-
minated immediately I am going to object.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. BARKLEY. When a bill is called up and unanimous
consent is asked to send the bill to conference and appoint the
conferees, Members certainly have the right to have the matter
presented to the House, and if it is In order, reserving my right
to object to move that the House instruct the conferees, I want
to do so.

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order now until the
House has sent it to conference and the conferees are ap-
pointed.

Mr. BARKLEY. This is a preferential matter, the agreement
of the House to a Senate amendment, which tends to get the two
Houses together earlier.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I-object,

The SPEAKER. Objection is made.

Mr. NOLAN. DMr. Speaker, I yield 15 minutes to the gentle-
man from Connecticut [Mr. MERRITT].

PATENT OFFICE,

Mr. MERRITT. Mr. Speaker, when the House adjourned
yesterday afternoon the chairman of the Committee on Patents
[Mr., Norax] was presenting a conference report on the Nolan
bill (H. RR. 11984). So far as the Nolan bill proper is concerned,
which passed this House, it is an admirable bill in every re-
spect, and the chairman, the gentleman from California, and all
his committee are entitled to a great deal of credit for having
reported and passed that bill through the House. Unfortunately
when the bill reached the Senate there was tacked onto that bill
an entirely separate and unrelated bill. It was a bill which
had already been passed in the Senate in a separate form. It

. had to do with a new bureau or new power which is to be con-
ferred on the Federal Trade Commission to enable them to ac-
cept assignment of patents on inventions made by United States
employees outside of the Patent Office. Now, let us see what the
condition is at present. At the present time any employees of
the Government outside of the Patent Office can apply for a
patent in his own name, and when he gets it, aside from certain
departmental regulations to which I shall refer, he has the
same right and ownership in the patent which any other citizen
of the United States has, and I think you will agree with me
that, except for certain limitations, that is what he ought to
have. I do not think that when a man goes into the Govern-
ment employ he should assign all his rights in an invention
which is the production of his brain and his work any more than
a man who goes into the Government employ and who writes a
book should assign the copyright of that book to the United
States. I think it is to the advantage of the service and of the
country that inventions should be encouraged both in the Gov-
ernment service and outside it. I think you will all agree that
the patent system of the United States has been one of the most
beneficent systems in the world. It has produced good not
principally to the inventors, but to all the citizens of the United
States. As a matter of fact, without the inventions which have
been made in this country and abroad civilization and society
as at present constituted could not be conducted. Take, for ex-
ample, the great inventions in eleetricity in the last 25 or 30
years. Instances will readily occur to you where, without those
inventions, many of the modern processes could not go on, and
when you consider the great inventions in agricultural machin-
ery you know that the people of this country and the world could
not be fed without those inventions, and therefore I think that
any interference with the present patent system in this country
ought to be made with great caution.

Mr. GARD. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry?

Mr. MERRITT. I will

Mr. GARD. Section 11 applies to all employees of the Fed-
eral Government except employees of the Patent Office, does it
not?

Mr., MERRITT. Yes.

Mr. GARD. That virtually puts the matter of the acteptance
of assignments of patents for inventions and of patent rights in
the hands of this Federal Trade Commission under regulations
to be prescribed by the President outside of any law which we
make, does it not?

Mr. MERRITT. Tt does.

Mr. GARD. Does the gentleman think that is wise?

Mr. MERRITT. I do not; no. In response to the question
of the gentleman from Ohio, which I am glad he asked, I will

point out that the chairman [Mr. Norax], the gentleman from
California, yesterday spoke of the interest which the people of
this country should have in inventions made by its own employ-
ees, but you will note that under this legislation nobody has to
assign his patents to the Federal Trade Commission any more
than he has to do so now. That means, I think, when this
legislation is once enacted it must be, if it is to be made effec-
tive, followed by legislation for compulsory assignment. If will
be found, also, that when the Federal Trade Commission be-
gins to deal with patents it will be obliged to form a new
bureaun, because the matter of patents is a highly technical
question. It is not every clerk in every department who ecan in-
telligently handle patents and licenses thereunder. It happens
already that in certain departments where they desire to get
information about patents they simply go to the Patent Office
and overload the already overloaded force of the Patent Office
by asking them to make searches and to give opinions——

Mr. MADDEN, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MERRITT. I will

Mr. MADDEN. Under the provisions of this bill if it be-
comes a law, would it be within the power of the Federal
Trade Commission to require any person dealing in a com-
modity made under a patent assigned to it to take out a license
in order to conduct business?

Mr. MERRITT. It would.

Mr. MADDEN. Then I think it ought not to pass. We ought
not to go into a system of licenses that gives that power.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MERRITT. I will

Mr, CHINDBLOM. As a matter of fact, is there any reason
why this special privilege to assign patents to the Federal Trade
Commission should be confined to employees of the Federal Gov-
ernment and not given to the other citizens of the United States?

Mr. MERRITT. I think not, logically.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Not logically. As a matter of fact, the
gentleman from California yesterday argued that the Govern-
ment might and should have an opportunity to avail itself of
patents which might be used for national security and defense,
Would not that apply with greater force to people outside the
Federal employ than to those in the Federal employ, inasmuch
as the great bulk of the inventions of this country come from
people ontside of that employ?

Mr. MERRITT. I do not want to take time to argue that
question too much, but I will answer the particular question.
The argument of the gentleman from California was based on
the fact that those men got their information from the fact of
their governmental employment; their time is paid for by the
Government ; and, therefore, as is the case in many manufac-
turing concerns, any invention made in the Government's time
and Government's money should belong to the Government,
That is the Idea.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. A practical question: T am very much
in sympathy with the first portion of this bill, which increases
the salaries and personnel of the Patent Office, but I am not in
favor of this Federal Trade Commission provision with refer-
ence to assignment of patents. If we defeat this bill, is there
hope of its coming back during this session so that it may be
available and effective?

Mr. MERRITT. I can not answer that question.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. That is what I wanted to know.

Mr. MERRITT. My belief is, in any event, whatever the
answer to the gentleman’s question may be, that we can not
afford to set up in the Federal Trade Commission a patent
burean. Everybody knows the tendency of the Federal Trade
Commission has been uniformly to extend its jurisdiction, to
add to its functions, just as every Government commission
always does,

Mr. NOLAN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MERRITT. I will.

Mr. NOLAN. The gentleman must know, if he has followed
the hearings on this measure, that the Federal Trade Commis-
sion has had nothing whatever to do with the drafting of this
bill.

Mr. MERRITT. I do know that.

Mr. NOLAN. And has had nothing to do with asking for
any further power.

Mr. MERRITT. I will admit that. What the gentleman
from California says is true, but what I say is, if this bill is
passed it will put those powers in the hands of the Federal
Trade Comimission, and inevitably, when they get those powers,
like every other commission, they will want to exercise them, nnd
they will think they know more about how things should be done
than any manufacturer or inventor. They will go after inereased
powers; they will get to the point to which the gentleman from
Illinois referred. In the original Senate bill they were allow: 1
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to take assignments from outside Taventers, and they will then
offer inducements to them to turn their inventions: over to the
Government, and the first thing yeu know there will be a
tremendous manufacturing bureau and patenting buresu in the
Government, competing with private manufacturers.

Now, then, everybody knows that when you grant g license
under- :L patent, especlally when the thing is a new device, you
have got to grant an exclusive license or else the mannfacturer
will not take it at all, beeause he can not afford to- spend his
money unless, when he gets through, hie has the exclusive right
to his invention. For instance, take the turbine engine, which
represents a tremendous increase in er and economy in
coal, the company which first produced it spent $3,000; in
experimentation before they produced a practical turbine. We
have had demonstrated in this House that the production of
helinm gas in a commercial way has not been solved. That
will-involve great expense.

There exists to-day in seme of the departments little patent
bureaus of their own; in the Navy, for instance. This bwrean
advises and assists emploxees as to their inventions and gets
patents for them, with the proviso that when a man in the Navy
invents something that is of advantage to the service the United
States has a right to usge the invention without charge. It
needs no creation of another commission or bhureau in the Fed-
eral Trade Commission.

Now, if you pass this bill, see where it will lead yom. The
gentleman spoke yesterday of some chemical invention in regard
to the production of nitrate, which showld be assigned to this
Federnl Trade Commission. How are they going to grant
licenses? If they gre going to grant exclusive licenses, will
they not be at onece accused, justly or unjustly;, of playing
favorites and politics?

It was testified in these hearings that any- legislation of this

sort would be sure to produce allegations of favoritism and

scandals, which would, to say the legst, be unpleasant. I he-
lieve if these men in the Government service make inventions,
snbject to what is called a shopright for the Government to use
them without pay, they ought to have whatever benefit comes to

atb
them, because it is a general law in patents that no mam ean | iy chis
possibly gain apy advantages from patent rights where the

public will not gain a hundredfoll, Adverting again to the

patents, of course manufacturers under those pat- |

harvesting
ents-made fortunes, Take the Bessemer process, whose inven-
tor made a fortune, but where would the world have been with-

out these inventions? Where the owners of those patents made.

thousands the public and the world made millions.
Gentlemen, I shall not take your time to go into more detail.

I think you get the drift of my argument, which is this, that the.

United States patent system, the rights under the United States
patents, are well understood, and they have been beneficent,
they have been the foundation of suecessful mamufacturing in
this country, and we should not under a report from any con-
ference committee add onto the excellent bill which has been
produced by the genfleman from California [Mr Nonax] an en-
tirely new and unrelated piece of legislation, which, in my judg-
ment, will do more to Injure and revolutionize the patent sys-
tem of this country than anything else could do.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield Ior a
question?

Mr, MERRITT. Yes.

My, SMITH of Michigan. About how frequently do.the Gov-
ernment employees take out patenfs? The gentleman spoke of
the Bessemer steel patent. Was that patented by a Govern-
ment employee?

Mr, MERRITT. Oh, no.

Mr.9 SMITIL of Michigan, Is it g matter of frequent occur-
rence?

Me. MERRITT. It is a matter of frequent occurrence, The
Navy Department has a patent system, under which the eu-
courage all employees. of the Navy and of the nav yun
bring to this committee inventions, and then they g
whether they are patentable, and, if they think so, tuke, ont Da,t-
enfs in their behalf subject to. shopright by the Government.

When they are through, the individual has the same right as.

any other titizen and gets the benefit of his. own invention, as
he should do. Under this system, if it was assigned fo tn.e
Federal Trade Commission, the licenses would be put into a

poal and the license fees distributed to Tom, Dick, and Harry, |

who perhaps had made no meritoripus invention at all,

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MERRITT. I will

Mr. FESS. PRossibly the gentleman can. throw some light
upon a, recent discovery. I have not beenm, able to understand
what law the gentleman was working under out at the Bureau
of Mines who made the discovery by which a greater production

of gasoline: could Be made out of crude oil. I refer to-Dr.
Rittman. He. got no. benefit whatever from his discovery, did
he? Dees not that all revert to. the Government?

My, MERRITT. I do not know what happened in that par-
tieular case. Under the:law Le conld gain——

The SPEAKER. The time. of the gentleman from Connecti-

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
. the gentleman frem Connecticut may: go on.
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. Nonax]

‘has control of the time

Mr: NOEAND Mr: Speoker, I yield five minutes: to the gentle-
man: frem Texas [Mr., Braxron],

. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas is recognized
for five minutes;

Mr. BLANTON. Mr v, there are 1,048 employees pro-
vided for in this bill in the Patent Office. That is quite a sub-
stantinl inerease- in the number of empleyees in that bureauw.
The bill as it passed the House seeks to pay to the Commissioner
of Patents $6,0004 to the first assistant, $35,500; to. another
assistant, $4500; to- 5 examiners, $3,000. each; to 6 examiners,
$4,000 each ; to 3 examiners, $3,900-each; to 47 more examiners,
$3.9000 each ; to 40 assistant examiners, $3,300 each; to 30 more
assistant examiners, $3,100 each; to 80 more assistant exam-
imers; $2,900 each; te 40 more assistant examiners, $2,700 each.
And so on: down the line for the 1,048 proposed employees in this
Patent Office.

When this bill first came up the following cellogquy eccurred
between the chairman and myself in answer teo my inquiry:

OLA @ i t Co r of T
e, i T bingt, i, o B 21 e et

now. increased $1,500 & eyaminers im dm:t zmlva
ggg mdmemmmt’;“mmm bill makes an increase. of

A, year,
Brayrox. Then beginning with the~ chlaf- cleﬂ.- under the noxt

sectlon on down the: Yely mueh.?
33000 and he ip

e:amimm
$5,000. Those are the ﬁve examiners

prov.

Mr, BLANTON. they- approxi; :

N Vi S Sincmeeh ettt o wan

Mr. Speaker, we know that usually it is the Senate at the
other of the €apitol that puts ralses in billg, and puts in-
creased. appropriations in oux bills: that we sent over there.
It is usually the House of Representatives, which comes directly
from, the people. every two, years, that has to constitute itself
a brake on the Senate in regard to increased appropriations.

But these increases in this House bill so shocked even the
Senate at the other end of the €apitol that they saw fit for
the first time almost in the history of legislation since I have
been here to reditee the House appropriations:

This is how the Senate reduced the raises of from: %0600 to
$1,500 granted hy the House: They reduced the Commissioner
of Patents from $6,000 to $5,000: They reduced the first as-
sistant commissioner from $5,500. to $4,500; the second assist-
ant from $5,000 to $4,000; the 5 examiners from $5,000 to
$4,000 each; and the 36 messengers from $1,080 to $840; each
drawing the $240 bonus additional. And so down the line, for
the first 48 Senate amendments constituted a. reduction in every
one of them. And yet affer the Senate reduced these amounts
it siill left g rgisein salury of approximately about $500- a
year in each one of them. Yet our distingmished chairman in
charge of this bill' hag so faifhfully worked for its interests
that he has made the Senate recede from every one of these 48
amendments. that is put on the bill, and has put back every
salary into the bl just as he had it written, , ranging in incrense
from $G00 to §1,500 to each salary

The SPEAKER. The time of t]le gentleman from Texas-has

expired.

Elr BLANTON. Inasmuch as I was complimenting the gen-
 leman’s committee, and I seem to be the only one opposing the
bill, can not the distingnished gentleman give me some more

e?

Mr. NOLAN. I am tied vp with time now. T yield five min-.
.ufes to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. O'Coxxozr].

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Louisiana is recognized
for five minutes.

Myr. O'CONNOR. M. Speaker, I regret very much that the
dlsﬁng:ﬂshed. gentleman, from Texas [Mr. Brayrtox] is not
‘granted an opportunity to show that through the efforts of the
.gentleman from California [Mr. Norax]l justice has finally
trinmphed, and. that injustice has been defeated: T wish to
thank the gentleman from €alifornja for the courtesy shown me
for this opportunity to correct what would be apparently an
error in my legislative career.
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When this bill was returned by the Senate with certain
amendments the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Brack] moved to
adopt the Senate amendments. Under a misapprehension I
voted for-the motion, the purpose of which was to reduce the
wage schedule. That, gentlemen, would be totally at variance
with the song that I have sung all my life. Whether I be or
have been right or wrong in my attitude toward human exist-
ence, I do not desire at this time in my career to sirike a false
note. Always, from my cradle to this time—and I hope I will
continue that attitude until I go to my last account—I have
held that it should be the policy of this country to give to the
wage earner that wage which would enable him to rear his boy
and his girl as an American boy and an American girl and fit
them for the discharge of the highest duties that could be as-
signed to them by this Republic. I do not believe that you can
have a decent upstanding American citizenship with poverty and
all of its depressing effects, making for ignorance and illiteracy,
hovering over the childhood days of millions of American chil-
dren.. I believe that it is necessary in order to attain the splen-
did destiny of this country that boys and girls should be reared
in an environment that will make for decency, that will make for
an educated, enlightened, and cultured working class, a labor-
ing class that can honestly and sincerely praise and bless their
native land for its blessings, and who will be ornaments to
the country. I have always felt that the wage earner should
be given that share of the wealth produced in his generation
that will bring about the fulfillment of the purpose that I have
briefly outlined.

I am glad to make that statement in connection with that
vote, wherein I misapprehended the parliamentary situation.
I have a high regard for the judgment and wisdom of my dis-
tinguished friend from Texas [Mr. Brack] upon a great many
matters that are presently to come before this House, as well as
upon questions which have been disposed of. I esteem him as a
profound student of a great many of the governmental necessi-
ties that require, press for, demand solution. Personally I re-
gard him from an extremely friendly and affectionate stand-
point. True, indeed, is it that no man possesses the infallible
touchstone of truth. Men equally sincere and honest will come
to opposite conclusions from a given state of facts, and upon
public questions and policy. I concede to him and all others
that differ from and with me what I wish granted unto myself—
a sincerity of purpose and desire to promote the general welfare
and achieve the common good. I regret that upon this wage
schedule the viewpoint of Mr. BrAck is not mine. I like him,
but ean not agree with him on a matter that I deem of concern
to wage earners throughout the land, for an injury to one is the
concern of all. [Applause.]

Mr. NOLAN. 1 yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Maryland [Mr. LINTHICUAL], 1]

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House,
I am particularly pleased with the increase of salaries carried
in this bill. I also compliment the committee for the increase
of fees which more than provides for the salary addition. I
realize that a very large proportion of the wealth of this coun-
try is obtained from patents and copyrights. We must encour-
age men to invent things, to produce new systems, new proc-
esses, and new matters in order to have progress and pros-
perity in the land. The salaries in the Patent Office have
always been too low. They have only been increased 10 per
cent since 1848, It requires technical men for those positions,
men highly qualified to earry out the duties of their offices,
and 1 think it is entirely satisfactory to the country that we
should provide these additional payments to the men in the
employ of the Patent Office. It is, however, section 9, on page
12, formerly seection 11, to which I particularly address myself,
It provides one of the best things for the employees of the Gov-
ernment that has been provided in any legislation we have
passed in recent years, and justly so.

1t is a well-known fact that a man who procures a patent
usually loses its beneficial results because he has not the money
to ecarry it into operation, because he has not the funds by
which he can produce the goods and put them on the market.
Under this provision the Federal Trade Commission of the
Government is anthorized to take over from Government em-
ployees, upon terms to be prescribed by the President, patents
which they obtained from the Patent Office, and then to license
the manufacture in various sections of the country, the proceeds
from those licenses to be distributed among the inventors ac-
cording to their rights. That enables any employee of the
Government who otherwise probably would not have the money
to put the patent on the market, to have it manufactured by
licensed people. It gives that employee some protection and
gives him a part of the revenue produced from his invention.

I feel that by this nmiethed we can also procure things more
cheaply. We know that many articles which have been
patented cost far in excess of what they ought to cost, and
that the public are paying millions upon millions of dollars in
large profits to people who have procured patents, because the
Government has no way to control the prices charged. Under
this system, however, when a patent is procured by a Govern-
ment employee and he turns it over to the Government upon a
satisfactory agreement, the Government in licensing out that
patent would have the right to say to the manufacturer, “ You
shall have a certain profit, say for instance 25 or 30 or 50 per
cent, but you shall not obtain this license for the manufacture
of this article if you propose to charge 100 per cent profit or
more.” So not only will the Government employee be protected
in his rights, not only will he obtain remuneration for his
invention, but the public likewise will receive great benefit by
bhaving these articles manufactured and sold at a fair and
reasonable profit. I think it is a splendid bill, because it pro-
videg adequate compensation to Government employees in the
Patent Office. It is a splendid bill, because it provides the
means by which any Government employee may put a patent
upon the market and receive some remuneration therefor, I
sincerely hope the amendments will be concurred in and the
bill will be passed by the House. [Applause.]

Mr. NOLAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle-
man from Tennessee [Mr. Davis].

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, this
legislation has already been fully considered, not only in com-
mittee but in the House. Beginning in July, 1919, the House
Committee on Patents held extensive hearings and have had
hearings since that time upon the matters involved in this bill;
there are several hundred pages of printed hearings upon the
questions involved. After these hearings the House committee
unanimously reported the original House bill, and then in
order to get speedy action on it a hearing was held before the
Rules Committee in which parties from all over the country
who were interested in the bill appeared and presented their
views, and after that hearing the Rules Committee unanimously
reported out a rule for its immediate consideration. It came up
in the House on March 5, 1920, and was passed by a practically
unanimous vote. At that time the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
BraxtoNx] offered a motion to recommit, with instructions to
reduce certain salaries carried in the House bill, and that mo-
tion to recommit was defeated by a vote of 272 to 6.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. I have not the time,

Mr. BLANTON. Just for a question?

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. No; I have not the time.

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman has mentioned the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee, I know, and I speak from the
Recorp. There are too many features of this bill about which
I wish to speak. Then the bill went to the Senate and passed
there with certain amendments. After the conferees were ap-
pointed, they did something which I understand is very un-
usual. They again opened up the matter and held hearings for
four days, permitting those who desired to advocate or oppose
the bill, or any feature of it, to appear and be heard. After
that the conferees agreed upon and made this conference report
to which all the House conferees agreed and which they signed,
and the Senate conferees with one exception agreed to and
signed the conference report. The Senate conferee who did
not sign the report agreed to all the provisions of the bill as
now reported except section 9, which was a Senate amendment.
Now, as it comes back to us under this conference report, it car-
ries the original House bill practically in its entirety and
without any material amendment except with the addition of
section 9, which is designated as secton 11 in the conference
report, and which deals with the translation into use of patents
developed in Government laboratories.

Just for a moment on the guestion of salaries. The Patent
Office occupies a very peculiar position. It is perhaps the only
department of the Government which is run at a profit instead
of a loss. The receipts of the Patent Office have always
amounted to more than the expenses of that department. Dur-
ing the entire period of its existence there has been an accumu-
lation of over $8,000,000 in receipts over expenditures. That
is on paper, of course, because the receipts of the office were
covered into the Public Treasury. The employees of the Patent
Office have had their salaries increased only once since 1848,
and that was to the extent of 10 per cent. In other words,
during a period of 72 years there has been an increase of only
10 per cent in the salaries of the employees of the Patent Office.
The result is that they are paid less, as I could show by com-
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parison if T had the time, than that of the average Government
employee, Take the clerical employees of certain classes which
can be compared, and the average pay of all the employees of
this character under existing law is $1,304.70. The average
amount of similar employees in the Patent Office is only
$1,091.02. Even if this bill is passed, they will still not receive
the average pay of other employees of the same class, because
they will receive only $1,277.14, a considerable amount less than
the average.

Mr. McDUFFIE. May I suggest that the Patent Office has
lost a great many employees on account of the low salaries
paid in that office? ‘

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. That is absolutely true. From
May 1, 1919, to October 1, 1920, 17 months, there were 122
resignations of these patent examiners. They resigned, as far
as we are able to'learn, to accept employment at higher salaries
in private life. *We have letters from 70 out of the 122 in
which they say that that is true, and that the salaries that
they are now receiving are a considerable advance over the pay
they were receiving in the Patent Office.

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. Yes. " :

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Does this bill provide for
inereased fees?

Mr, DAVIS of Tennessee. Yes.

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. How far will the increased fees

go toward paying the increased salaries?
" Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee, It is estimated by. the Patent
Office that the increased fees will more than overcome the
increased personnel and salaries earried in this bill. If this
bill had become ‘a law at the time it originally passed the
House, the applications received since that time would have
brought in enough additional fees to have overbalanced the
increase in salaries during that period of time.

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. It seems to me that that is
a very important point in favor of the bill

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. During 1920 there was a 36 per
cent increase in the business of this office over that of the
previous year, There was a 24 per cent increase in receipts
even under the existing schedule of fees. It would have been
larger than that but for the fact that there is quite an accumu-
lation of undisposed of business because they have not the requi-
site force to dispatch the business.

This bill only provides for an increase of 48 employees, and
we think the increases in personnel and salaries are very mod-
erate and that it will not make possible a proper, efficient func-
tioning of the Patent Office, but that it is also a matter of
economy for the Government, because the Patent Office is more
than self-sustaining, and the more business they do the more
receipts are collected. [Applause.]

Mr. NOLAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gentle-
man from Oklahoma [Mr. IPErris].

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I certainly would not oppose the
increase In salaries, and I have no objection to the increase of
force in the Patent Office if they need it. I am willing to trust
the committee that says they do need it. But I have had called
to my attention the last part of section 11, which is a Senate
amendment, which I am afraid is injurious, and I hope the House
will look at it very carefully before it is finally enacted. The
language is this:
and the Federal Trade Commission Is hereby authorized and empow-
ered to leense and collect fees and royalties for licensing said inven-
tlons, patents, and patent rights in such amounts and in such manner
as the.President shall direct, and shall deposit the same with the
Treasurer of the United States; and of the total amount of such fees
and royalties so deposited a certain r cent, to be determined by
the President, shall be reserved, set aside, and appropriated as a spe-
clal fund to be disbursed as directed by the President to remunerate
inventors for such of their inventions, patents, and patent rights con-
tbl'.;lililt]")i][?tt’ﬂ by this section as may prove meritorfous and ef publie

That provision is without doubt wrong for two distinct rea-
sons: First, it puts the Government employees in the position
of working for their own interests instead of working for the
interests of the General Government. Second, it creates a fund
to which the employees of the Government are looking forward
to participate in, and they are apt to neglect their own work.
It is wrong in prineiple, wrong in policy, and wrong in fact.
There is a further objection to it because it might enable the
employees of the Government to strip the inventor or the
scientist of that to which he is justly entitled. He should have
at all times a nonprejudiced clerk to pass on his rights. If they
are expecting to profit from some general fund, they would not
have it,

Seection 11 ought not to be a part of the salary bill, and I do
not think it ought to be enacted at all. It is unfortunate that

LX—200

such a provision should have crept in. It ought to be sent
back to conference and stricken out. Then the salary bill eould
pass on its own merits, This practice of seeking to hang onto
some popular bill a scheme of this sort is all wrong, It should
not be tolerated by the House.

Mr. NOLAN. DMr. Speaker, I stated yesterday that the salary
and personnel section of the bill—in fact, the entire bill, with
the exception of section 11, is practically the same langnage in
which it passed the House. The Senate conferees gave way
practically on all their amrendments, with the exception of
section 9 of the Senate bill. They absolutely refused to sign
the conference report unless they could protect themselves to
the extent of saving that section.

Now, there might be something in the fears raised by the
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Merrrrr] and the gentleman
from Oklahoma [Mr. FFerrrs] regarding section 9, but if you
will look it over you will find that it is a permissive statute
and permits the enrployees who discover processes or conceive
inventions to have same patented. They have the right under
this bill to go to the Federal Trade Commission and have their
invention patented and participate in the benefits of it, instead
of letting it go as now and the Government exercising the
right of using the invention for Government use alone, which
means in the majority of cases that the invention goes on the
shelf and the inventor and the public receive no benefit at all,
because no business man will spend money to develop these
inventions unless guaranteed protection fronr piracy, and under
the present lax system there is no opportunity or agency to give
this protection.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. NOLAN. Yes. ;

Mr. CRAMTON. The language just cited by the gentleman
from Oklahoma [Mr. Ferris], as the gentleman from California
is aware, provides that the amount of these fees shall be fixed
by the President, that the percentage that is to be used as
rewards shall be fixed by the President, and the appropriation
as reward shall be made by the President. The fund nmay
reach many millions of dollars. Does not the gentleman think it
is highly undesirable that a fund of that kind should be placed in
the exelusive power of the Executive—in other words, that Con-
gress should abdieate its appropriating power and give it to the
Executive?

Mr. NOLAN. T would say fo the gentleman that the original
bill earried a provision which vested that power in the Fed-
eral Trade Commission. There was objection to that, and
we felt that there was one power in this country, the Chief
Executive, that we could trust, and we vested that power in the
President of the United States. That is the reason that lan-
guage is there.

Mr. CRAMTON. But never before have we seen fit to give
untold millions to his exclusive control.

Mr., NOLAN. Mr. Speaker, it may be true that this section
ought to be considered as a separate bill, but we were not
the sole judges of that. The House comnrittee reported it as
a separate bill, but if you want the Patent Office to remain
an eflicient institution and to funetion properly and give the
service that the framers of the Constitution deemed should
be given to inventors in this country you must pass the salary
and personnel sections of the bill, The Senate conferees abso-
lutely refused to recede on this particnlar section, and I can
not for the life of me see the danger in it that some of these
gentlemen claim they see.

Mr. FESS. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. NOLAN. Yes.

Mr. FESS, The gentleman knows that T supported this bill
when it was before the House and also in the Rules Committee.
I am very much in favor of the bill as it originally passed the
House., Will the parliamentary situation allow us in any way
to vote against this particular section without jeopardizing the
whole bill?

Mr. NOLAN. I think the bill would absolutely die. We
would have no legislation whatever for the relief of the PPatent
Office if this is sent back to conference.

Mr. FESS. I very much regret that.

Mr. NOLAN, I do myself; but that is the situation.

Mr. CRAMTON. The gentleman, of course, is aware that if
the conference report should be defeated to-day the Senate will
understand why; and the Senate should have enough interest
in the salary provisions in the bill to yield on a matter that is
so highly objectionable to the House,

Mr. NOLAN. We have but few legislative days left. The
gentleman knows the situation in the House and he knows the
gituation in the Senate. I have waited since a week ago last
Friday to allow the legislative program of the House to take
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its course to bring this bill in, and I got the measure up last
night only because I absolutely insisted on no further delay.
There is absolutely no chance of getting relief for the Patent
Office unless we dispose of this conference report favorably to-
day. I can not assure this House and I ecan not assure myself
that the Senate will pass it, but we at least can do our part
toward curing the situation in the Patent Office.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. NOLAN. Yes

Mr.GREENE of Vermont. Is it not the practice of many
years in conference reports that the House which puts on an
amendment, finding that the amendment is objected to by the
other chamber, is expected to withdraw the amendment for the
purpose of coming to an agreement in conference?

Mr. NOLAN. I agree with the gentleman that that is the
practice, but all I ean do is to recite our experience in con-
ference. We could not get a conference report at all unless
we inserted this amendment. The Senate gave way on every
other amendment.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. That does not alter the fact that
the House has fundamental views about the matter.

Mr. NOLAN. That is true,

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. And it does not alter the faet
that we are asked to swallow a lot of paternalistic poison.

Mr. NOLAN. I do net agree with the gentleman that it is
paternalistic poison. I would call the attention of the House
to the fact that the Patent Office began to funetion in 1840. It
was ereated in 1837. The applications in 1840 amounted to 765,
and they have reached the enormous total for the calendar year
of 1920 of 86,815. With the increase in fees provided for in
this bill, on the basis of the business that we did in the ecal-
endar year 1920 that alone, raising the final fee from $35 to
£40, would bring into the Treasury $409,255. The increase in
the priee of copies of patents from 5 cents to 10 cents would
bring in a very large sum, more than offsetting any increase in
compensation, also as far as the increase in the personnel of
the office is eoncerned. With two eor three exceptions, in all of
the years that the Patent Office has been in existence it has
always produced a surplus, The surplus for the calendar year
just passed was $107,850.75 under the old fee system and with
the present personnel.

Afr. Speaker, I move the previous question en the conference
report.

Mr. MERRITT. Mr. Speaker; I rise to a parliamentary in-

uiry. Y
- The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MERRITT. As I have intimated, I am in favor of the
Nolan bill proper, but I am opposed fo section 9 of the Senate
bill, which is section 11 in the conference report. At the
proper time I should like to move to disagree fo the conference
report and recommit it to the conferees with instruetions that
they do not concur in section 11. Can I do that at this stage of
the bill?

The SPEAKER. A motion to recommit a confertnce report
is 2 new motion, but it has been allowed. Of course, the gen-
tleman would obtain his object if the conferemce report were
veted down.

Mr. MERRITT. If the conference report were voted dowmn,
" I ean move fo recommit?

The SPEAKER. If the conference report {s voted down,
the gentleman would accomplish the same object. Then the
amendment which the gentleman speaks of would come before
the House for disposal, and it could be disagreed to. The ques-
tion is on ordering the previous guestion.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. Mappex) there were—ayes 41, noes 2.

So the previous question was ordered.

Mr. NOLAN. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the eanfer-
ence report.

The SPEAKER. 'The question is on agreeing to the confer-
ence report.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I suggest the absence of a
quornm—no; I will walit until the vote.

Mr. MERRITT. Mr, Speaker, did ¥ understand the Speaker
to rule that I can not now move to recommit?

The SPEAKER. No; the Chair thinks the gentleman has a
right now to move to recommit.

AMr, BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, T make the point of erder that
after the adoption of the previons question it is too late to
move to recommmit,

The SPEAKER. That is the very time to move to recommit.

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, yes,

Mr. MERRITT. Mr. Speaker, ¥ move to recommit the re-
port to the conferees with instructions not to agree to section 9
of the Senate bill, which is section 11 of the conference report.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut makes the
motion to recommit, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

. Mr. mnmmmﬁonrﬁmmt th? conference report to the com«
which is section 11 ef theowntoet::‘ii?re%mt. L9, Vi R b i

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion.

Mr. BLANTON. ' Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order
that after the conference managers have brought in a confer«
ence report that it is not proper to recommit the bill to them,
but it should go to the committee.

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order,
The conferees have control of the bill now.

Mr, BLANTON. I thought when they presented the confer-
enec report——

The SPEAKER. But they are not discharged until the com-
ference report is agreed to, or something else happens; tha con«
ferees still have control of the bill. The question is on the
motion of the gentleman from Connecticut to recommit the bill
with instruction to disagree to section 0.

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced the ayes
seemed to have it

On a division (demanded by Mr. Norax) there were—ayes
48, noes 34.

Mr, NOLAN.
present.

The SPEAKER. It is elear there is no gquorum present. The
Doorkeeper - will close the doors, the Sergeant at Arms will
notify absentees, and the Clerk will call the rollL

The question was taken; and there were—yens 142, nays 174,
answered “ present™ 2, not voting 110, as follows:

Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no quorum

YEAS—142,
Ackerman Fuller MeClintle Banders, Ind.
Andrews, Md. Glynn McFadden Sanders, ,N,dr,
Aswell Goodykoontz McEenzie Sanford
e SR e
B . c S
Black Greene, Mass. l‘IcPh:gmén’ » Sgtm
Bland, Ind Greene, V. Madden Bissom
Blanton Griffin Magee Snell
Box Hardy, Cole. Mansfield Snyder
Brooks, I1L Hastings Aapes eagall
Buchanan Haugen Mays Stedman
Burdick THI Merritt Steencrson
Burroughs Hickey Michen Bilness
Butler Hicks Miligan Strong, Eans
Campbell, Kans, Hill oeres, In Saummers, Wash.
Caraway H 2 Bweet
Chindblom Holland Nichaolls Sw
Connally Houghton Hver Taylor, Ark,
Cramton Hudspeth Olney m
Hutchinson Tilson
Jacoway P Fincher
Davis, Minn Jefferis Parrish Tinkham
Dewalt Johnson, Ky. Patterson Treadway
Dickinson, Iown Jones, Pa.
Drewry Jones, Tex, Pou Venable
Echols Juul Quin Vaolstead
Esch Kendall Radeliffe Wason
Evans, Nebr. Kincheloe kanslt-& ‘White, Kans,
Fairfield Krans Ricket White, Me.
Ferris Kreider Robinson, N, C. Wtison, La.
[fess Lanham Rogers Winslow
Fields Larsen Romjue Wood, Ind,
Fish Layton Rouse Wright
“geht Luce Rowe Young, Tex,
Freeman Lufkin Rubey
french Luhring Rucker
NAYS—1T74,
Almon Crowther Hersman Martin
Anderson Cullen Howard Miller
Andrews, Nebr. Curry, Calif, Huddleston Minahan, N. J,
Anthony Davis, Tenn, Hull, Town Monaban, Wis.
Ayres Denison Hull, Tenn. Mondell
Babka Dominick X ntagne
Bankhead Dowell Freland Moore, Ohilo
Barbour Drane James, Va. rore, Va.
oo Pumbar Johnson, Miss. Mott
Benham Dunn Johnson, 8. Dak, Murphy
nson Dupré Johnson, Wash, Neel
Bland, Va. Dyer ller Newton, Minn,
fes Ea Kelley, Mich. ewton, Mo,
Elliott 1y, Pa. Nolan
Bowling Elston Kettner O’ Connell
Evans, Mont. King @'Connor
Briggs Evans, Nev. Kinkaid n
Brinson Fisher, Kleczka Oldfield
Britten Flood. Lampert Osborne
Drooks, Gallagher Lankford Overstreet
Browne Gard Lazaro FPadgett
Burke Garner Lea, Califl 11
Caldwell Garrett Lee, Ga, Perlman
Godwin, N. C. Lehibach Porter
Carss Go le Linthicum Purnell
Christopherson Little Rainey, Ala,
Cleary Green, Iowa Longworth Raker
Coady Hadley McDuffie Ramsey
Cole Hardy, Tex. McLlu‘Th.lin, Nebr.anuefer
Colller Hawley McLeo Randall, Wis.
Cooper Hayden MaecGregor Hayburn
Crago Hays Major Reber
Crisp Hersey Mann, I1L Reed, N. Y.
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Reed, W. Va, Blms Tague Ward
Rhoiles Sinelalr Taylor, Tenn, Watkins
Riddick Sinnott Temple Watson
Robslon, Ky. Blem Tillman Weaver
Rodenberg SEmal Timberlake Webster
Rose Bmith, Idaho Towner Welling
Sabath Smith, Mich. Upshaw Williams
Sanders, La. Bmithwick \'oiﬁt Wingo
Schall Stephens, Ohio Vol Young, N. Dak.
Sells Sumners, Tex. Walsh
Siegel wope Walters
ANSBWERED “ PRESENT "—2,
Carter Knutson
NOT VOTING—110,

Ashhrook Eagle Kiess Rowan
Bachuarach Edmonds Kitchin Scully
Ttner Ellsworth Lzmgley Bears
Dell Emerson Lesher Smith, 111,
Bland, Mo. Fordney Lonergan Smith, N, Y,
Brumbaugh Foster MeAndrews Steele
Byrnes, 8. C, Frear MecArthur Stephens, Miss,
Brynsg, Tenn. Gallivan MecCulloch Stevenson
Campbell, Pa. Gandy MeGlennon Stoll
Canller Ganly MeKiniry gtrong. Pa.
Cantrill Good McKinley ullivan
Carew Goodwin, Ark, McLane Taylor, Colo.
Casey Graham, I'a. Maher Thomas
Clark, Fla. Griest Mann, 8. C. Vare
Clark, Mo, Hamill Mason Vestal
Classon Hamilton Mead Vinson
Copley Harreld Moon Welt
Costello Harrison Mooney Whaley
Currie, Mich. Hoe, Morin Wheeler
Dallinger Hulings Mudd Wilson, I11.
Davey Humphreys Nelson, Wis Wilson, Pa.
Dempsey Husted ark Wise
Dent James, Mich. Peters Woods, Va.
Dickinson, Mo.  Johnston, N. Y. Rainey, Henry T. Woodyard
Donovan h Eahn Rainey, John W, Yates
Dooling Eearns Randail, Calif. Zihlman
Doremus Kennedy, Iowa Reavis
Doughton Kennedy, It. 1. Riordan

So the motion was not agreed to.

The

Clerk announced the following pairs:

Until further notice:

Mr,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
vania.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Ar.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
sippl.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr,
Mr,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Knxvursony with Mr, BELL.

DALLINGER with Mr., CARTER.

Masox with Mr, KiTrcHIN,

Kanx with Mr. DexT,

GrasAM of Pennsylvania with Mr. Wisox of Pennsyl-

Haxrrvrow with Mr. Goopwin of Arkansas.
Vare with Mr, Moox. -

FreEArR with Mr. ASHBROOK.

Foster with Mer. Jor~N W. RaINey.

Goop with Mr. GALLIVAN,

ForpyeEY with Mr. Crark of Missourl,

HusTtep with AMr. DoreMUS.

ZrarMmAN with Mr. Woons of Virginia.
BacaaracH with Mr. Tayror of Colorado.
Muvpp with Mr. CANTRILL,

Hagrerp with Mr. Byrxs of Tennessee,

Baer with Mr. STEVENSON,

Reavis with Mr. Crarx of Florida,

CrasseNy with Mr. SuLLivax,

Nerson of Wisconsin with Mr. Byexes of South Carolina.
Kennepy of Iowa with Mr, WeLTY.

McCurrocH with Mr. HUMPHREYS.

Morix with Mr. WHALEY.

Keanxs with Mr. CArew,

VesTAL with Mr, StoLr.

McArrirr with Mr., Vinsox.

Lanarey with Mr. McANDREWS.

Kress with Mr. HeENey T. RAINEY.

WueeLer with Mr., Caxpeect of Pennsylvania.
CosTtELLo with Mr. PAREK.

Jaares of Michigan with Mr. Wisk.

Stnong of Pennsylvania with Mr. Stepmexs of Missis-

Wirsox of Illinois with Mr, DoUGHTON.
YarteEs with Mr. THOMAS.

Woopyarp with Mr, RiorpAN.

Krxxeny of Rhode Island with Mr, HArRISON,
PetERs with Mr. Dickixsox of Missouri,
Epmoxps with Mr, MAUER.

Sarrrit of Illinois with Mr. DAvey.

GriesT with Mr, McGLENNON,

McKixLEY with Mr. Sgans.

Hurixes with Mr., Sara of New York.
LLLSWORTH with Mr., Raxparn of California.
Cunrie of Michigan with Mr. GANLY.
DexpseY with Mr. Mgap.

EumErsox with Mr. Rowax,

Correy with Mr, Moox.

Mr. EKNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, T am paired with the genile-
man from Georgia, Mr, BELr, and I answered “ present.” Had
I not been so paired, I would have voted “ nay.”

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. A quorum is present. The Doorkeeper will
open the doors. The question is on agreeinz to the conference
report.

The conference report was agreed to.

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the bill II. R, 15543 Dbe taken from the Speaker's table,
the Senate amendments disagreed to, and that the conference
Esked for be granted, and conferees appointed on behalf of the

ouse,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to
disagree to the Senate amendments and asks for a conference on
the bill which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 15543) making approprintions for the legislative, execn-
tive, and iudiclal expenses of the Government for the fiseal year ending
June 30, 1922, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Indiana?

Mr. BARKLEY. Reserving the right to object, do I under-
stand that the agreement had with fthe gentleman from Kansas
[Mr. TixcHER] earlier in the day, that the amendnient on page
65 be not eliminated or the House be given an opportunity to
vote on it, is carried in this request also?

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. Yes.

Mr. BARKLEY. I have no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection.

The following conferees were appointed: Mr. Woop of In-
diang, Mr. Wasoxn, and Mr. Sissox.

FORTIFICATIONS.

Mr. SLEMP. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 16100, and, pending
that motion, I ask unanimous consent that the general debate be
limited. I will say to the gentleman from New Jersey that I
have had requests on this side for three hours.

Mr. EAGAN. I have requests on this side for three and one-
half hours.

Mr. SLEMP. I think we ought to have the debate limited to
six hours. Will the gentleman from New Jersey agree to six
hours?

Mr. EAGAN. How about six hours and a half?
take care of all of the requests.

Mr. SLEMP. We have cut down the requests on this side.

Mr. BLANTON. This is the last appropriation bill.

Mr. SLEMP. But this will run us over into to-morrow. Will
the gentleman be satisfied with six hours and a half, three
hours and a quarter on a side?

Mr. EAGAN. That will be perfectly satisfactory.

Mr. SLEMP. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the
general debate be limited to six hours and a half, one-half to
be controlled by the gentleman from New Jersey and one-half
by myself.

Mr. MILLER. Reserving the right to object, T would like
to ask the chairman if he can give me 10 minutes?

Mr. SLEMP. I will

Mr. MILLER. Could the gentleman from New Jersey give
me 10 minutes, making it 20 in all?

Mr. EAGAN. I will do that,

Mr. GARRETT. May I ask the gentleman if it is his pur-
pose to conclude general debate to-day?

Mr. SLEMP. I do not know, but 1 rather suppose not.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.]
Chair hears none,

That will

The

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leaves of absence were granted as
follows :

To Mr. Crarx of Missouri, for yesterday and to-day, on ac-
count of fllness,

To Mr. VesTAL (at the request of Mr. Pur~eLL), indefinitely,
on account of sickness in his family.

To Mr. Harrerp, for one week, on account of important busi-
ness. :

FORTIFICATIONS.

Mr. SLEMP. Mr. Speaker, T move that the House resolve
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the consideration of the fortifications appropria-
tion Dbill.

The motion was agreed fo.

1
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Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration
of the bill H. R. 16100, with Mr. DoweLL in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN., The Clerk will report the bill by title.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 16100) making appropriations for fortifications and
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, and for the pro-
curement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1922, and for other purposes.

Mr. SLEMP. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to dis-
pense with the first reading of the bilL

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani-
mous consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. Is
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. SLEMP. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mo~NbELL].

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the fortifications bill now
presented to the House is the last of the regular annual appro-
priation bills and in its presentation and its passage the House
has and will establish a record for the prompt passage of appro-
priation bills,

The earliest date in 20 years of the passage of the last ap-
propriatien bill by the House was February 20, In the last
15 years we have not succeeded in getting the last of the appro-
priation bills through the House earlicr than February 23, and
from that to March 2.

This record of promptness and cfficiency has not been made
at the sacrifice of careful consideration of the appropriation
pills; as a matter of fact they have never been more closely
serutinized, and when we take into consideration the fact that
we have been operating for the first time under a new rule,
consolidating the appropriations in one committee, with the
resultant thorough investization and close scrutiny of the bills,
Members of the House may well take pride in the recovd that
has been made—a record creditable to both sides of the
Chamber,

SAVINGS BELOW THE ESTIMATES AND BELOW THE APPROPRIATIONS FOR
THE CURRENT YEAR,

The total sum carried in the regular annual appropriation
bilis as they passed the House is $2,154,075,831.20, as
with a total of $2,254,544,502.78 as these bills became a law In
1921, f

In the passage of these appropriation bills the House has
effected a reduction below the estimates of $1,210,420,798.50,
and a reduetion below the appropriations for the current fiseal
year, not taking into account the Post Office bill, of $168,-
748,882.69. If from these reductions we take the amount of the
inerease in the Post Offee bill, due to the increased business
and salaries in that department, we have a total net decrease
below current appropriations of $£100,468,861.60. These stu-
pendous reductions below the estimates, and very considerable
reductions below the bills for the current year, were not made
hastily, nor carelessly, nor are they of a character which will
hamper the public service. They have been made with due con-
sideration of the needs of the public service and make proper
provision for it.

The largest decreases have been made in the Military and
Naval Establishments. They are as follows: Military, $63,-
707,242 ; naval, $37,278,324.77; fortifications, $10,775425. This
amounts to a total decrease of $111,760,991.77.

While this is a very considerable decrease to be made in one
year in the cost of our defense establishments, it is certainly
not too much. In the case of the Navy we might, without im-
pairing the real effective strength of our establishment, still fur-
ther materially reduce the appropriation. The Navy is cost-
ing too much, even from the standpoint of the necessary up-
keep and maintenance of the establishment we have, and the
proper prosecution of the building program which has been
enfered upon.

1 congratulate the Congress on the record thus far made. It
is our duty to bend every energy and exert every effort towar:l
the completion of the appropriations program this session. 1t
would be a calamity if this were not done. Important as other
matters are, or may be considered, there are few, if any, of
the lerislation questions before the Congress, the settlement
of which at this session is as essential as the enactment of the
appropriations program. After to-day but 13 full legislative
days remain in this Congress. It will require most earnest,
constant, and continuous effort on the part of the two Houses
of Congress to pass all of our appropriation bills before the close
of the Congress. It is vital we do it. I have every confidence
we will. [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming yields back
three minutes,

Mr. SLEMP. Mr. Chairman, the committee having charge
of the fortifications bill have striven to present to Congress a
real peace program. The appropriations recommended in the
bill are small as appropriations go, but are considered by the
committee to be ample for the purposes mentioned in the bill,

The estimate submitted to the committee aggregated $35,-
516,538.60, This was divided by the department into A, B, and
O items; the A items being considered as the most important,
the B items such as were useful but not of the most importance
now, and the C items being such as could be postponed to a later
date.

The A items amounted to $25,242,756.60.

The B items totaled a little more than seven and a half mil-
lions.

The € items totaled nearly three millions.

The appropriations recommended in the bill total $8,058,017, a
reduction of approximately $17,000,000 over the A items. The
amount carried in the Dbill compares favorably with the appro-
priations for this service in the fiscal year 1910, when $6,080,-
262.90 was appropriated,

The reductions subdlvide themselves as follows in the ord-
nance items: A reduction of $9,500,080; engineering items, a re
duection of $2,205,020; aviation, a reduction of $4,047,425; items
under the Chief of Coast Artillery, $831,401; and barracks and
quarters, $030,779.

The redaction in the ordnance estimates applies about equally
to mobile or Field Artillery and arms and Seacoast Artillery
and arms, the respective amounts being—

For Field Artillery and items pertaining thereto, a reduction
of $4,928,770.

For Seacoast Artillery and items pertaining thereto, $4,281,210,

Proving grounds, $300,000.

The committee gave muech consideration to our situation as
to bot? lFieIa Arfillery and material and Seacoast Artillery and
material.

Mr, McKENZIE. Mr. Chairnmn, will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia yield to
the gentleman from Illincis?

Mr, SLEMP. Yes.

Mr, McKENZIE, I would like to inquire of the gentleman
from Virginia whether there was any special pressure brought
on the committee to junk all of our 12-inch guns at this time,
or as speedily as possible, and replace them with 16-inch guns?

Mr. SLEMP. No, sir.. There was no proposition, I will say
to the gentlenran from Illinois, involving that idea.

M;'. McKENZII. They are still satisfied with the 12-inch
gun .

Mr, SLEMP, They are keeping the 12-inch guns for certain
secondary purposes In our seacoast defense.

Mr. McKENZIE. Was there any contention on the part of
the officers that the 12-inch gun is now obsclete?

Mr, SLEMP. There was an intimation that beyond certain
ranges the 12-inch gun would be obsolete. That is to say, it
would not have a range corresponding to the largest guns on
the best-equipped vessel. But beyond that the committee did
not get any further information.

Mr. DEWALT, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Virginia yleld to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania?

Mr, SLEMP. Yes.

Mr. DEWALT. How do the present appropriations as out-
llned?by this bill conmare with those of the bill of the last fiseal
year

Mr. SLEMP, 'The last year's appropriation was eighteen
million and some odd thousand dollars. This year's Dbill Is
elght million and some odd thousand dollars.

We have on hand both guns and ammunition, as a result of
our war expenditures, sufficient to equip an army of at least a
million men and keep them in the fleld for from gix to nine
months with ample reserve in all regards. Both the guns and
ammunition are of the latest types used in battle, of the newest
make, and should be sufficient for any immediate need. There is
no request from the War Department for the production of any
more of these guns or ammunition. The bill therefore carries
no appropriation for such items.

The War Department did make estimates for Field Artillery
items under the Artillery items which, as I have said, amounts
to $25,242,756.66, the amount for these Field Artillery items he-
ing $6,877,770, which the committee reduced to $1,949,000. The
basis of these estimates was the desire to continue the experi-
mental and development work of the War Departinent on types
and designs of guns, tractors, carriages, and ammaunition, On
this work a great deal of money has been expended during the
past two years. Soon after the armistice the SBecretary of War
appointed a board of officers known as the Westervelt Boavd,
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composed of men whe had seen serviee on the western front, to
make s study ef the gun tractor and ammunition matériel of
the various eombatant nations, with a view to determining the
best type of this matériel as developed by aetual service in the
field. The board made a report known as the Westervelt Board
report, It is quite voluminous and full of technieal informa-
tion. It makes recemmendation of various- degrees of refine-
ments on almost every kind of Artillery matériel from the 37-
millimeter gun and ammunition to the 14-ineh gun and howitzers.
corresponding. The theory has been to make what is called
pilot mounts, with different fypes of trails: and on different
mounts, both tractor type and eaterpillar type, and during the
past two years a considerable sum of money hag been expended
on this work, mostly from war funds retained by the War
Department. No conclusions have yet been reached, though:
many types are appreaching completion. It was thought wise
by the committee to eurtail this expenditure largely, take stock
of what we had done, study the types produced, and in general
continue the work along lines of expenditures on appropriations

cally made by Congress for the fype desired to be studied
or produced. Having this in view, the committee reduced the
estimates but yet left available about $2,000,000 for this weork.
'This work, I may say, is regarded of much importanee by the
War Department, as it is the only method by whieh we can
perpetuate the knowledge of types gained by our experiences in
the World War and is one of the important elements of national
preparedness,

Our situation in regard to seaccast artillery and ammunition
is somewhat different. The amount estimated for was $8,038,210.
The bill enrries $3,777,000, or a reduction of over $4,000,000. The
large element of this reduction was in the powder items, of which
we have an enormous amount of serviceable supply on hand—
about 300,000,000 pounds—and in the reduced rate at which the

present manufacturing program will be continued. The bill ear- |

ries appropriations for the large guns on which eonstruetion has
been going on gince 1918, but for no new guns. It does carry
provision for ammunition for types in which there is a deficit.
1t is felt by the committee that our coast defenses are in excel-
lent condition, the 12-inch gun program having been practically
completed in all its details and a reasonable provision made
for the installation of other types approved and urged by
the War Department. The estimate for aviation the com-
mittee thought well not to authorize. The amount in conti-
nental United States was for the purchase of new aviation
sites, often at very high figures, and involving an expenditure of
several million dollars ultimately on new stations, while both
the Army and the Navy are engaged under other appropria-
tions in similar undertakings. It was thought best to await
some further combination of efforts before establishing new
stations purely for coast defense,

The unexpended balance in Hawail it is songht to make
available for next year, and it is believed that this balance
will' be sufficient for the requirements of the aviation foree
it

The situation in genmeral in Panama and the Philippine
Islands is similar to that in the United States, and no appro-
priatlon is carried therefor.

The reductions in the Coast Artillery and barracks and
quarters items do not in any way affect the service,

It may be said that the maintenance and upkeep items are
mainly as requestedt by the department, and are considered
reasonable in every regard.

The committee;, through the splendid work of Gen. Lord,
Chief of Finance, has inserted in the bill a provision preventing
the expenditure of $233,5565,760. Some of this wounld have
Japsed on June 30 and some of it would have been subject to
jexpenditure after that date. The return of this money to the
Treasury has the approval also of the Claims Board, there being
(retained money sufficient in the Treasury to satisfy claims
against the Government, With the return of this money to the
Treasury we begin to see the end of war expenditures and
war appropriations and the visualization of peace, certainly
so far as appropriations for war expenditures and claims aris-
ing thereunder is coneerned. [Applause.]

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia yield
to the gentleman from Connectient?

Mr. SLEMP. Yes.

Mr. TILSON. Has auything been done, or is anything in
contemplation to be done, toward the elevation of certain sea-
epast guns of the medium like the 12-inch guns, to make
them fire at a higher angle of fire, so as to get a longer dis-
tance?

Mr. SLEMP. There are no items carried in the bill for any
changes in any of the carriages or any of the mounts of the
12-inchr guns.

‘and fixtures.
the various manufacturing organizations of the eountry has

Mr. TILSON. It is considered practicable, is it net, to raiso
the elevation somewhat, in order to get a longer range?

Mr. SLEMP, There are two ways to seeure a longer ranges.
one by a change of ammunition, and anotlier by a change of
the carriage, If yon change the ammunition you would get a
better range by 2,000 yards. Y

Mr. TILSON. Has anything been done toward saving the
speclal tools which have been provided at such great expense
during the war in case we should hereafter need additional
guns or ammunitien?

Mr. SLEMP. In response to that, I suppose the gentleman’s.
question involves the jigs and fixtures?

Mr., TILSON. Yes; all those things that must be used in
quantity production.

Mr. SLEMP. We expended over $100,000 in assembling the
Jigs and fixtures, They are going along, card-indexing them
and putting them in little boxes. That work went on last year,
and it is asgumed that the $80,000 expended next year will do
all that will be necessary in the listing and filing of all the jigs
The work of getting together the designs from

been slower; that is to say, communieation has te- he had with
every manufacturer of Army material. Substantinl progress
has been reported on that, but that work is net cempleted by

L any means.

Mr. TILSON. Does the bill carry an appropriation for put-

‘ting into produetion herpafter some of the new arms or am-
‘- munition brought out in the last stages of the war?

Mr. SLEMP. I would say to the gentleman that those new

types are the enes that have been referred te here as having
| been inangurated by following out the reeommendation of the

Westervelt Board report. The year before the present year a

| lot of money was spent on that.

I Fave tried to: figure it out, but ceuld net; I have tried to
get the information, but failed. I think that perhaps £40,000,000

was expended on these new types as a whole last year out of

the war funds; they have again this year expended several
million dollars on these types and varieus types of the 73~
millimeter guns, mew types of howitzers, and new 240-mdlli-
meter guns and so en and various kinds of trails and varieus
types of tractors, up to the self-propelled eaterpillar type. We
have not a single one of those delivered for investigation or
test. Some of them are on the way te the Aberdeen Proving
Ground and others will get there presnmably by the 1st of July,
and the test of those will be made next year.

Now, then, the theory of the War Department iz that after
these tests are made—those are what are ealled pilot mounts—
if the tests are satisfactory, then Congress will be asked for
the production of more of those types for service in the field,
and then, if that is satisfaetory, they will ask for appropriations
for jigs and fixtures.

Mr. TILSON. The 240-millimeter did not reach the same
advanced stage of production as the T5-millimeter and the 135-
millimeter?

Mr. SLEMP. No. The difficulties in regard to it are not
settled. They do not know whether they are attributable to
the ammunition or to the gun. If the gentleman will parden
me, I will say that we are a long way from getting to the poing
of having these new jigs and fixtures put away in the boxes,
and so on, so that if we were in war in six or eight months or
nine months we could go to the boxzes and take the jigs out and
equip a new plant. We are far from that.

Mr. TILSON, The gentleman dees not know, then, whether
the 240-millimeter gun is going on to completion and is being
made ready for produetion?

Mr, SLEMP. ¥ have just said that the department Lias not
solved the diffienlties in regard to the 240-millimeter gun.
Until that is done nothing can be done.

Mr. TILSON. Do net some officers recommend going up to
the 155-millimeter, and then skipping some of the intermediate
callbers—not go en with the 240-millimeter at all? 3

Mr. SLEMP. I would say that the proper eonclusion abouf
that is this, that there is some confusion about the Interchanging
types. That is to say, they are trying to get the T5-millimeter
gun fitted with ammunitien to have the same range with the
165-millimeter gun, and the I55-milllmeter gun with this new
ammunitien would be placed in the class of the gun just pre-
ceding. That has not been done,

Mr. GOODYKOONTZ. The gentleman mentioned the fact
that we bad something over 200,000,000 pounds of powder on
hand. I am wondering whether or not this powder is likely
to deteriorate, and whether or not it would be advisable to dis-
pose of some of that powder for use in Dlasting stumps on
farms and in constructing highways.

Mr. SLEMP. I will say fo the gentleman that the War De-
partment report 287,000,000 pounds of powder on hand, and
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about 80,000,000 pounds of pyro-cotton, which is powder in a
50 per cent state of completion, and that the life of that powder
is supposed to be 15 years. Therefore it has anywhere from
11 to 13 years to run. The War Department did propose that
they begin reworking that powder, and in the estimates for
this bill asked for several million dollars for reworking pow-
der: but that would involve reworking powder that has 11 to
138 years still to run, and it was thought perhaps best not to
do that. Then the committee asked as to whether they could
sell the powder or not, and the department replied that there
“was not much demand for it.

Mr. BRIGGS. Why do they want to rework the powder if it
keeps in good condition for 15 years?

Mr. SLEMP. Upon this theory, that at the end of the 15
years the powder would all be defective, and then we would
have no powder at all, and that therefore it was well to rework
tliis powder, one-fiffeenth part of it each year. The committee
thought they could postpone the inauguration of that work to
some later date,

AMr. OSBORNE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

, Mr. SLEMP. I yield to the gentleman from California.

Mr. OSBORNE. Is there any provision in the bill for a
more ample defense of the Pacific coast, the end of the Panama
Canal, and the islands of the Pacific?

Mr. SLEMD. I will say to the gentleman that consideration
was given to the Panama Canal situation, and the committee
received a confidential letter from the Secretary of War which,
of course, is available to the gentleman, and we are in a posi-
tion to increase the armament at Panama still further, but
that is dependent upon acquiring property, the right to acquire
which is denied by individuals down there, and that is where
any new armament will have to be placed. The matter is in the
hands of the State Department for negotiation, to work it out,
and this bill carries an item to pay for the land if we get it.

Mr, HICKS., Will the gentleman yield there?

g Mr. SLEMP. Certainly.

Mr. HICKS. In that connection, T want to ask my friend if
in considering the strength of these coast defenses the element
of Army and Navy aviation is taken into consideration? For
instance, at Panama the Navy has an aviation station at Coco
Solo and the Army has a very large aviation station, and is con-
templating building another. These are very important in the
defense of that canal, and I am wondering how close the rela-
tion is between the aviation force of the Navy and the fortifi-
cations.

Mr. SLEMP. There is no relationship, apparently, between
the Navy aviation forces and the Army aviation forces on the
Panama Canal: that is to say, we have barracks, quarters, and
provisions for one squadron of aviators on our island, and they
ask for a little more than this committee voted. Over on the
other side of the body of water the Navy seem fto be gefting
along entirely independent of what has already taken place on
the other side.

Mr. HICKS. There is no very close coordination?

Mr. SLEMP. I should say not.

Mr. OSBORNE. In continuation of my inguiry, does the bill
make provision for a further defense of the rather weak situa-
tion on the continental Pacific coast of the United States?

Mr. SLEMP. I will say to the gentleman that the depart-
ment is building some very large guns—forty-two 14-inch guns—
that we have mobile artillery on railway mounts, and so forth,
to the number of nearly 300 guns, some of which are to be sent
to the Pacific coast, and that recent investigation has been
made at Puget Sound, for example, to ascertain its availability
for the establishment of mines. It had heen stated previously
that Puget Sound could not be mined, but the report now is
that that Sound ecan be mined and made absolutely impregnable
to any vessels coming up. Now, we took up with the department
the question of the islands outside of San Francisco and Los
Angeles, and the department reported that there was no move-
ment to increase the fortifications there, and they did not think
there was any necessity for it. The present existing plans on
that coast have been largely completed, and in addition, of the
two seacoast aviation stations in the United States one is at
Staten Island and the other at San Francisco, where we have
spent in the last year a little over $1,000,000. That will be
largely completed at the end of this fiscal year, and it is thought
that that will add sufficiently to the defenses of the Pacific
coast,

Mr. DEWALT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SLEMP. Certainly.

Mr. DEWALT. Am I correct in understanding the gentleman
to say that the bill now pending cuts out all appropriations for
aviation service in the fortifications?

Mr, SLEMP. The sum of 2688,000 is carried over from last
year’s appropriation for continental United Stafes, We asked

the governmental authorities at Hawaii to report on the
$1,300,000 that was set aside for them last year. They report
that only about $14,000 of that money had been expended up
to the 1st of January. The committee asked the department to
wire there for reports up to date, and day before yesterday no
answer had been received. They were slow in doing that work,
because the department contended that there were very few
contractors out there, and that if time were given they could do
the work themselves at a saving to the Government of about
25 per cent. So the committee carried over the something
over $1,000,000 for the completion of that work and did not
give any additional money, thinking it to be unwise to do so.

In regard to aviation in the United States for seacoast
defense, they asked for five new aviation stations. They said
they were for the purpose of fire control. This bill and previous
bills have carried a lot of money for fire control. The estimates
run up to $5,000 an acre, and it was not thought necessary for
the immediate future, inasmuch as some of the batteries are
not completed, to go to that expense for fire-control purposes
now.

Mr. DEWALT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SLEMP. Yes.

Mr. DEWALT. I assume that the commitiee also took into
consideration the amount appropriated in the Army bill and the
Navy bill

Mr. SLEMP. Yes. I thank the gentleman for reminding me
of that. The Army bill carried $19,200,000 for aviation, and
that was in addition to the pay of the officers and men, which
amounted to about $19,000,000 more. So that the Army will
spend about $37,000,000 for aviation. On a similar basis the
Navy will spend $28,000,000, and we will spend nearly $2,000,000
additional.

Mr. DEWALT. And have the unexpended balance?

Mr. SLEMP. No; including the unexpended balance.

Ar. DEWALT. And so the committee thought it wise not to
make any further appropriation?

Mr, SLEMP. Not without some coordination in the relation-
ship between the Army and the Navy and the seacoast defense
in the matfer of aviation.

AMr. DEWALT. Are any steps being taken in that direction?

Mr. SLEMP. That matter is being investigated by the War
Department.

Mr. BRIGGS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SLEMP, I will,

Mr. BRIGGS. Who has charge now of the seacoast defenses?

Mr. SLEMP. The Chief of the Coast Artillery, and they have
a General Board composed of the Army and the Navy.

Mr. BRIGGS. And they cooperate with the Chief of the Coast
Artillery ?

Mr, SLEMP. Yes.

Mr. BRIGGS. What disposition is to be made of the new
guns for the Coast Artillery? Where are they to be located ?
Have any plans been made for placing them?

Mr. SLEMP. The 16-inch gun program is set out in a letter
from the Secretary of War indicating the place where the guns
will be placed. That is available to the gentleman, but it is
not public. The 14-inch gun proposition varies somewhat, but
some railway ecarriages are being built for them.

Mr. RAMSEYER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SLEMP. I will yield to the gentleman.

AMr. RAMSEYER. Speaking of appropriations for aviation, is
the money carried in this bill for aviation expended under the
direction of the War Department or the Navy Department?

Mr. SLEMP. Under the War Department.

Mr. RAMSEYER. Why have separate appropriations for
aviation in this bill and also for the War Department and the
Navy Department?

Mr. SLEMP. We had on this subcommittee a member of the
naval committee, the gentleman from Idaho [Mr. Frexci] ; and
as between the Army and the Navy I do not know that I can
answer the gentleman.

Mr. RAMSEYER. Is not all the money appropriated in this
bill to be expended under the War Department?

Mr. SLEMP. Yes.

Mr. RAMSEYER. Upon what theory is the appropriation for
the fortification bill made separate from the Army bill?

Mr. SLEMP. I do not know the history of the fortification
bill. It is for purposes midway between the Army and the
Navy, but, as was just suggested to me, it is rather an academic
question, and the Army and the Navy Departments alone can
figure it out.

Mr. MANN of Illinois.

Mr. SLEMP. Certainly.

Mr. MANN of ITllinois. Is it not very likely that if the appro-
priation authority remains in the Committee on Appropriations

Will the gentleman yield?
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the fortification appropriation bill and the Army appropriation
bill will be consplidated? <

Mr. SLEMP. I should say by all means that ounght to be
done,

Mr. MANN of Illineois. The gentleman knows why. When
the antharity to apprepriute for the Army was token away from
the Committee on Appropriations, giving it to the Military
Affairs Commitiee, it was held by the House that they did not
take away the authority to appropriate for fortifications, be-
cause that was not an appropriation for the Army, and that
led' to the fortification Bill.

Alr,. RAMSEYER. The expenditure of the money in the
fortifiention bill is under the War Department.

Mr. MANN of Hlinois. Certainly.

Mr. SLEMP. The chaimman of the Appropriations Committee
in making subeomimittee assignments this year took from the
Army the gentleman frem Kansas [Mr. AxtHoxy] and the
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Dext] and placed them on a
subecommittee and added to it the gentleman from Idaho [Mr:
Frexca], a member of the Naval Committee. They worked the
fortification bill eut im the best possible relations with the Army
and Navy. I will say that I thoroughly approve of the plan
of having both appropriations in eme bill. [Applause.]

Mr. EAGAN. Mpr. Chairman, I geld three minutes to the
gentleman from: South Carolina [Mr. Byrxzs]. 4

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina.: Mr. Chairman, I asked for
three minutes to keep. the reecord straiglit as we go along. The
gentleman from Wyoming made a statement with reference to
appropriations, and inasmuch as he and I do not figure exaetly
alike, L wish to put in the Rrcorp a statement of the appropria-
tions to. date as I figure them.

The total appropriations for the current year carried in
the regular supply bills amount to $2,254.544,502.78. The total
appropriations carried In exaectly the same bills for the next
fiscal year as they have been reported to the House amount
to $2,156,626,221.79. Taking these figures, it makes a net re-
duction of $9T,018,370.99 in the bills as they pass the House.
But bills as they pass the House do not always become law.

Mr. MONDELL., Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yvield?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Yes.

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman has figured $97,000,000 as
against my §100,000,000. T trust the gentleman will carefnlly
examine his fizures before he puts them in the REcorp, as F
shall mine, because T believe my figures are necurate, and T do
not quite undesstand how there could be a difference of $2,000;-
000, altheugh that is nct a very large sum when eompared with
the billions: involved. 4

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. The explanation of the
difference hetween us is that the figures I have given represent
the total of the bills as reporfed to the House. As they passed
the House the total was $2,153,702,961.79, making the net reduc-
tion as they passed the House $100,841,630.99. But hereis what T
want to eall to the gentleman’s attention—that these bills have
gone to the Senate, and it is mueh more informing to the Con-
gress and to the coumtry to state thet the bills that have been
reported to the Senate and those that have passed the Senate
show an increase of $239,902,000 over the cmount they earrfed
when they passed the House, and the ones I have figured on
do not include either the Avmy or the Navy appropriation bills,
which have not yet been reported to the Senate.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South
Carolina has expired

Mr, EAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman one addi-
tional minute.

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. When you deduet the net
reduction as they passed the House from the [ncrease in
the Senate it shows thsat te-day there is an inerease in the
regular supply bills for the next fiscal year of $139,060,369.01
over those of the eurrent year, and it is up to this Congress
between now and Mareh 4 to toke stock, and instead of boasting
about a reduetion of appropriations as they passed the House
or a reduction of estimates, we should bring about a substan-
tial reduction of appropriations in the law finally enacted for
the next fiscal year. Unless the gentleman’s party does that,
it will be condemned by the American people for some years to
come.

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman frem South Carelina
assist us in keeping down these apprepriation bills as they come
from the Senate?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carclina. The gentleman from South
Carolina has been doing his best to do that, and wants to know
whether the gentieman from Wyoming will help this side of the
House in keeping them down?

Mr. MONDELL. Yes.

Alr, BYRNES of South Carolina. There is some hope, then,
bat you have $140,000,000 to work on already,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South
Carolinm has expired.

Mr. HAGAN. Mr. Chairman, T yiell 20 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. BraxToN]. :

Mr. SLEMP. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman from
Texas five minutes,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is recognized
for 25 minutes,

Myr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman; one of the most disgraceful,
outrageous, and inexcusable seandals that has ever been eon-
nected with our War Department or with our Government is
to be found in the escape of what is now internationally de-
nominated the millionaire slacker, Grover Clevelnnd Bergdoll.
The facts connected with that escape and the present condi-
tion of that case smell to heaven. Here is a man who evaded
the draft, who ridiculed his eountry and his flag, a man who
ridiculed the men who were fighting for the principles of tlie
institutions of Ms eenntry; and who, after being apprehended
and convicted nnd sentenced to five years in the penitentiary,
made to the War Department a little, measly excuse for get-
ting out, saying that he had a treasure buried somewhere, and
that he wanted fo 2o and dig it up. The War Department upon
such. a flimsy extuse permitted him to go, and I understand
that it was at the instance—and it is not denied—of one Gen.
Aunsell, who much of his life has been in the pay of this Govern-
ment, a man who was educated at the Government’s expense in
one of its institutions, and who has been on the pay rell as an
Army officer most of his life since he has been out of school.
It was at his instance, I say, that this mmn Bergdoll was per-
Wwitted to go and dig up this alleged treasure, and it is stuted
in the press to the American people that this man Ansell has
been: paid $100,000, or that contracts have been made with
Bergdoll’s relatives to pay his firm that sum—to evade the law,
to override the Iaw, if youw please. Under such cireumstances
what do we find? The Military Committee, whiech is composed
of distingnished 3embers of this House, ever since the 1st of
last July has had a clerk drawing a salary of $2,740—he is paid
$2,500 and he veceives the bonus of $240-—it has had an assist-
ant clerk drawing $2.220, whieh with the bonus makes 52,480,
and it has had three other assistant elerks drawing with the
honus $1.740 each, and from July 1 until December 6, 1920,
they did not have a thing on God’s earth to do. The Military
Affairs Committee is composed of such capable men on the
majority side as Jvrrvs Kaaw » Jouyw €. McKexzie; Frang L.
GrEexE, of Vermont; Joux M. Mours, of Pennsylvania ; THoxAs
S. €raeo, of Pennsylvania; Hagsy E. Hurr, of Iowa: Rorurs
B. Saxrorp, of New York:; W. Fraxx JAaaEes, of Michizan;
€mances C. Kpaexs, of Ohio ; Jog~ ¥. Mirtes, of Washington ;
and: athers eminently qualified to conduct an investizution.
Since the new rule has been adopted which takes the appro-
priating power away from that committee the committee has
had praeticaily little to. doe During the month of December, ,
after this Congress met, the committee had only four meetings,
and I get the figures from the clerk of the eommittee. Why
could not that committee have investizated the Bergdoll case in
December? What has kept them from doing it? This was a
military seandal; it was something that occurred in the Army.
Why did not the distingnished gentleman from California [Mr.
Kanx] shake those gory locks and say, “Come together men,
we are going to find eut who is responsible for this dirty, in-
famous, miilionaire slacker getting away from the: Army.*
He has done nothing, absolutely nothing, exeept to make ex-
cuses.

When the seldier hoys of this eountry who risked their lives
in France, who: brought back from France a world vietory, ealled
on the Military Affairs Committee fo see what were the faets
connected with this escape, not only to apprehend the slacker
but the others connected with him, and bring them back here
and put them in the penitentiary where they belong, the only
excense whieh the gentleman from California [Mr. Kanx] offers
has: been that the gentleman frem Texas [Mr. Branrtox] stands
in their way, and he blocks them every time they want to do
anything, My God, has the gentleman from Texas such power
as that? Is he able to block the great Congress from deing its
duty? That excuse is ridiculons to the people of this country.

Mr. DEWALT. JMr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. I regret I can not yield just now. I shall
later. Do you knew what really happened in the Iast session
of the Congress? In: the closing hours of the session, when 163

Members had already left Washington and gone to their homes,
when over 100 more had their traunsportation in their pockets
waiting for the Congress to adjenrn in order that they might
get to the hustings and begin their political campaigns—in the
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dying hours of that session the gentleman from Kansas [Mr.
CaapeeLr] asked unanimous consent for the consideration of
resolution 574, Introduced by the gentleman from California
[Mr, Kanx]. What was the resolution? Was it a proper reso-
lution that this committee should investigate the Bergdoll mat-
ter? No.

If it hiad been T never would have objected. I blocked only
what I considered the politics in it. Right here I want to say
I have been trying my dead level best ever since this Congress
met, on December G, 1920, to get Mr. Kanx to have his Com-
mittee on Military Affairs to make an investigation and have
been trying to get the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL]
to vote out my resolution No. 603 directing this committee to
make this investigation, and I have failed.

Mr. DEWALT. Will the gentleman now yield? .

Mr. BLANTON. I wish the gentleman would not inter-
fere——

Mr, DEWALT. Not with the idea of interference, but simply
for information.

Mr. BLANTON. This is an important matter.

Mr. DEWALT. The information desired is very important
also. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. I will yield.

Mr. DEWALT. I have here what purports to be an article
published in a publication called the Echo; which is signed
“TroMmAS L. BLaAxTON ™

Mr. BLANTON. Well, I do not yield for that extraneous
matter. [Laughter.] The gentleman misled me. I thcught he
was going to——

Mr. DEWALT. Not with the idea of misleading, but simply
for the information of this House.

Mr. BLANTON. 1 do not yield for that.

Mr. DEWALT. Will the gentleman yield hereafter?

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, do not take this out of my
time; I refuse to yield.

Mr. DEWALT. Will the gentleman yield hereafter?

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the Chair please note
that I do not yield, and I ask that he not take this out of my
time. What was there in the gentleman from California’s
[Mr. Kann] resolution 574? Was it a bona fide resolution?
Was it a resolution to get all the facts? Let us see about it.
1t provides that there should be a select committee of five ap-
pointed to investigate Bergdoll; that they should be permitted
to sit during the vacation of Congress; that any one of them
conld sit as a subcommitiee anywhere in the United States;
that they should have the power to summon witnesses from one
side of the United States to the other at Government expense;
that they should have the power and authority, any one of these
subcommitteemen, to employ all the lawyers they wanted, to
employ all the clerks they wanted, to employ all the stenogra-
phers they wanted, to have all the printing done at Government
expense that they wanted, and that was to be done during a va-
cation of Congress, during July, August, September, October pre-
.ceding the election. I knew that the resolution was full of poli-
tics and might waste thousands of dollars. I know it was not
designed to get the facts. I knew that the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs with all these idle employees could just as well
have performed that labor, and with little expense. They had
acecess to all these records. They could summon the witnesses
if they ask us to authorize them. They already had access
to reporters of Congress to report their proceedings, paid for
by the year at $6,000 a year. Why could not the able, distin-
guished Committee on Military Affairs have investigated, and
when they asked to carry on that political matter here in recess
of Congress at the people’s expense, I objected and blocked it
becanse T wanted to offer a substitute when it came up in a
proper way. I knew it was otherwise going through under
unanimous ccnsent without giving us a chance, as they would
have moved the previous question, and I wanted some assurance
that I could offer a proper substitute to have the Committee on
Military Affairs do the work as it could do at a nominal cost.
Then the gentleman from Kansas rose and said, “I present a
privileged rule from the Committee on Rules,” and that made
in order this resolution, and I said, * We will get a quorum, we
have not got a quornm,” and I made the point of no quorum
after the recess.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. May I ask the gentleman from
Texas if that is not the usual course a man adopts when he is
comducting a filibuster against a bill or resolution?

Mr. BLANTON. I am going to get to the gentleman directly,
with his locks combed down like Bobby Burns.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas., Well, I have the gentleman now.

Mr. BLANTON. I have got you now; I have got your num-
ber, and you know it. [Laughter.] I have had your number
a long time. What did the gentleman ask? Yes; with the

special rule to present, I made him get a quorum, only when he
sought to force the House by the following rule:

The Clerk read as follows: :
“Mr. CanpreLL of Kansas, from the Commitiee on Rules, submits
the following report:

“The Cowmmittee on Rules, to which was referred House resolution

574, submits a Pri\‘ileged :t{elport on said resolution, with the recom-
mendation that it be adopted.

And I stopped it by making a point of no quorum, and then
after a recess, when we obtained a guorum, the following oc-
curred :

The Sreakir., Two hundred and seventy Members have answered to
their names, a quorum is present.

Mr. CasxrrBELL of Kansas. Mr. Bgenlcer. Just before the recess I sub-
mitfted a resolution to investigate the escape of a military prisoner, one
Bergdoll. The circumstances surrounding the escape point to a very
pasty seandal, s

Mr. Braxtox. Mr. Speaker, I demand the r lar order.

Mr, Camreern of Kansas. There being objection, Mr, Speaker, to the
consideration of the resolution, I withdraw the resolution.

There he had a special rule in his pocket, had offered it mak-
ing the Kahn resolution No. 574 a special order, the special
privileged business of this House, and because one little insig-
nificant Member from Texas gets up and asks for the regular
order it scared him to death, and the chairman of the Rules
Committee said, “ Mr. Speaker, objection being made, I with-
draw the resolution.” [Laughter.] That rule made the Kahn
resolution the privileged business of this House. Why did not
the gentleman put it to a vote? He knew what I was going to
do; he knew it was full of politics; he knew he was prepared
to use it during recess——

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. BLANTON. I am glad I have gotten the gentleman from
Wyoming in here. I will have the whole steering committee in
here in a minute, [Laughter on the Democratic side.]

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Wryo-
ming knows he can get all the time he wants, and I do not want
him to use my time.

Do you know what happened? My good friend from South
Dakota came in here and admitted that as the chairman of an
investigating committee he had employed this Gen. Ansell at
the rate of $20,000 a year for legal advice for their committee.
And it was admitted on the floor here on I'ebruary 10, as you
will see if you get the Recorp, that the last special committee
of this kind that we appointed has spent over $201,000 of the
people’s money, and the distinguished gentleman from Illinois,
the chairman of the Committee on Accounts—God bless him;
he is one dependable man at least that we have on this other
side of the House—got up and intimated, * You can not pull the
wool over my eyes.” When his colleague [Mr. Frear] said
there had not been paid to a certain attorney $3,000, Mr. Irk-
LAXD called him down and said, “ Yes; we have. Here is the
voucher for it.” The gentleman [Mr. Irgecaxp] then said, “I
have gotten tired of saving the people’s money at the spigot
and having my colleagues over here kick it out at the bunghole.”
And hie said, further, that not a single thing had ever come out
of these investigations worth while; that it was a waste of the
people’s money,

And my good friend from South Dakota [Mr. JoaxsoN]—
and I admire him and think as much of him as any nmn in the
House—said he was sorry he had kept Gen. Ansell from not
making $50,000 more. Now, I want fo tell you the worst of if.
Just the other day, as the distingnished gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. Kamgx], the chairman of the Connmittee on Military
Affairs, knows, there appeared since this Congress has met, not
long ago, before the Military Affairs Committee and testified
this Gen. Ansell, and he spent a good while in testifying. Not
a question was asked him about the eseape of Grover Cleveland
Bergdoll or his $100,000 fee from the Bergdolls. The gentleman
from Californin was so uninterested in finding out the facts
that he let that man Ansell come here and testify before his
cormmittee, and never asked him about his connection with
Grover Cleveland Bergdoll or the $100,000 fee paid him. Does
he want to apprehend him? That does not look like it. During
this whole session of Congress, since we met early last Decem-
ber, Mr. Kaax’s committee has had only one meeting on the
Bergdoll matter, only one—one hearing and one executive meet-
ing—and that is all. And I want the American Legion nwen
to know this, all this camouflage about what he is going to do
about Bergdoll that has been put in the newspapers does not
mean anything. You owe it to the country, Mr., KAHN; you owe
it to the country, my dear friend from Kansas, the chairman
of the Rules Committee—and I do think lots of him [laughter]—
you owe it to the country to see that Grover Cleveland Derg-
doll is brought back here from Gernmny. If you took the
proper proceeding, you could get the State Department to get
Germany to turn him back to us. You have not taken the
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proper step for it. If you will give me authority to act for
you, I believe I can persuade Germany that they have got no
right as a military nation to hold a dirty military slacker in
their midst.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota.
for one question?

Mr. BLANTON. I will, because the Amrerican Legion men—
and the gentleman is one of themm—have a right to be heard on
this question.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I only wanted to ask the
gentleman if the power to make this request of Germany is not
now vested in the present Secretary of State?

Mr, BLANTON. We Democrats are getting out of the Secre-
tary of State’s office right now and the gentleman's party is
coming in. I want that to be the first act the State Department
does when you are in, to get that slacker back here and put him
in the penitentiary, and put every one in the penitentiary with
hinr who had anything to do with his escape.

Mr. VENABLE., Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, BLANTON. I am sorry I ean not. Did you know that
on the 6th day of December, 1920, when this Congress met,
Mr. Kanx had authority then and Mr. Casesers had authority
then to call up this Kahn resolution under that special rule
that was granted in June? That special rule never has been
abrogated by the Rules Committee,

Mr. CanpBELL told me yesterday that he had it in his pocket ;
that he had not called it up, because he did not have time:
but told me he had if in his pocket. And if that is not so, I
will yield to him now to deny it. He had it in his pocket. Why
have you not ealled it up? Why, the distinguished gentleman
from California [Mr, Kanx] said he had not had time. On
the 9th day of December—I think it was the 9th—just a few
days after Congress met last December, he [Mr. Kaax] used
an hour and 15 minutes by special order—an hour was granted
by special order and 15 minutes additional was allowed—and
his general subject was Japan, but his inside subject was mili-
tary preparedness, and with his inside subject he got in one or
two little sentences about universal military training, to take
the hoys out of homes in peace times and send them to camp,
although he spent most of his time on Japan. He could have
called his Bergdoll resolution up on the 6th, Tth, 8th, 9th, or
10th of December, or on any other day that Congress met. It
was privileged under said rule. If the gentleman from Kansas
[Mr. CampBeLL] wanted to do if, he had the right to eall it up.
That rule has not been abrogated. Why have youn not called it
up, PHIL.? Why have you not called it up? I yield for answer.
Why do you not call it up now? If you call it up now I will
yield the floor to you for that purpose. We want to vote on
that question.

Now, let me show you what I have here. On December T,
1920, the second day that this House met—I waited the first
day, thinking that they might eall it up themselves—on the Tth
day of December I introduced this resolution :

No. 603.

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
December 7, 1920.
Mr. BraAxToN submitted the following resolution, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Rules and ordered to be printed.
House resolution 603,

Whereas in May, 1920, one Grover Cleveland Bergdoll, theretofore con-
victed by Army general court-martial as a draft deserter and sen-
tenced to confinement for five years in the United States Disciplinary

rracks at Fort Jay, N. Y, escaped from confinement, and has
never been apprehended, and is still a fugitive from justice; and

Whereas the Committee on Military Affairs, composed of 13 Republicans
and 8 Democrats, could investigate all facts connected with the
above case with very little expense to the Government, as none of
the members of said committee draw any extra pay as committeemen,
such committee aiready having a secretary and clerk paid for an-
nually by the Government, and such committee having access io the
service ofdcommlttee stenographers paid for annually by the Govern-
ment ; an

Whereas said Committee on Military Affairs has made no investization
whatever of the disgraceful escape of this contemptible draft de-
serter : Therefore be it
Resolved, That the sald Committee on Military Affairs of the House

of Representatives be, and it is hereby, directed to investigate and

}:rocure all facts relevant to fixing responsibility for said escape and

or the failure to recapture the said traitor and deserter,
That said committee shall report its findings to the House at the
earliest date possible, with its recommendations,

Mr. TINCHER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. I regret I can not do so. I seem to have
gotten the whole State of Kansas stirred up. I will yield to the
chairman of the Rules Committee, though. Why should not
this resolution of mine be passed? I want to ask the gentleman
from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL]

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Does the gentleman from Texas
want me to answer?

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, yes; if he can; not to me, but to the
country. [Laughter.]

Will the gentleman yield

Mr, CAMPBELL of Kansas. All right: to the country. The
reason the Committee on Rules—and I assume the rest of the
members of the committee took the same position I did—did not
act on the gentleman's resolution was because we did not want
to help the gentleman from Texas out of the hole into which he
had placed himself,

Mr. BLANTON, Ob, that is camouflage; that is pure camou-
flage, a_ntI the gentleman knows it. He could call this Bergdoll
resolution up any day he wanted to. Is the * gentleman from
Texas ” [Mr. BraxToN] more important to ¥you than this big
subject? [Laughter.] That is a pusillanimous kind of an an-
swer. [Laughter.]

Now, let me show you. Every time that the gentleman from
California [Mr. Kann] has appeared upon this floor I have
proddgd him with the question, ‘*“ When are you going to begin to
Investigate Bergdoll?” Let me show you some of these prod-
dings, one from the Recorp of January 28, 1921, on page 2157 :

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unanimous consent
to print in the Recomp the response of the Secretary of War to the
resolution adopted yesterday. Is there objection ?

Mr. BLANTOX. ReserrInE the right to object, I want to ask the distin-
gulshed gentleman from California what has become of the privileged
resolution reported by the Committee on Rules last June making in
order as special business of this Hounse his resolution No, 574, to investi-

te the escape of Grover Cleveland Bergdoll, a millionaire slacker?
That resolution has been in the pigeonhole for £ix months.

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, on the last day of the last session the gen-
tleman from California tried to call up that resolution and the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON] objected. [Applause,]

Mr. BLANTON. That was because of the polities in it. I objected to
the polities in it.

Mr. KAuN. There was no polities in it

i Mr, BraxTox. But the gentleman has had all this session to call
up.

r. Kamx, I decline to yield, Mr, Speaker.

And every time he jumped up I called attention to the fact
that Mr. Campeerr of Kansas had in his pocket a rule that
would authorize the bringing up of this matter, and he has not
yet brought it up.

On February 8, 1921, on page 2799, I read:

COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS.

Mr. KAa~. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on Milita
Affairs, I ask unanimous consent for leave to that committee to sit
during the sessious of the House for the remainder of this session.

The BPEARER. The gentleman from California, by direction of the
Committec on Military Affairs, asks unanimous consent that that com-
mittee may sit during the sessions of the House for the remainder of
the session. Is there objection?

Mr. BLANTON, Rescrving the right to object, and I shall not object,
because I am glad that the Committee on Military Affairs has at last
agreed to investigate Bergdoll, which it can do with nominal expense,

So I have done it every day, almost, trying to get action on
this Bergdoll matter, and nothing has been done. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Texas has
expired. -

Mr. EAGAN, Mr, Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. DeEwarnt]. 5

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is
recognized for 10 minutes.

Mr. SLEMP. And I yield the gentleman five additional
minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. And for five additional minutes, yielded
by the gentleman from Virginia.

Mr. DEWALT. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the commit-
tee, the discourse that we have just heard, the tirade that has
Jjust been uttered, reminds me somewhat of an old Quaker in
our country who was very much disgruntled with all things
that happened. Approaching his wife one day, he said to her,
“Ann, I believe that all the world is queer except thee and me,”
and then, pausing a moment, he said, “ and even thou art a bit
queer.” [Laughter.]

It seems to me that my distinguished friend from Texas [Mr.
Brantox], by this remarkable exhibition here—and I call it
remarkable, because the like of it I have not heretofore seen in
the House of Representatives during my experience of six
years—proceeds upon the theory that the fate of the Nation
depends upon his individual efforts; that regardless of the
ability of the great Committee on Military Affairs, the personnel
of which I have the pleasure of knowing very intimately—I
need not refer to them by name—that regardless of their
patriotic sentiments and their desire to do their full duty, it
devolves upon the great shoulders of this great man from Texas
to save the Nation by investigating as to whether Mr. Bergdoll
is an infamous slacker millionaire. [Laughter.]

Then, too, it strikes me that this great Committee on Rules, .
which has as its head the intimate friend of my fellow Member
of Congress, this gentleman from Texas, this intimate friend
that he calls upon the floor of the House “ Pri.” [laughter],
that even with all of his ability and with the ability of my
friend FiNis GARRETT, whose ability is unquestioned and recog-
nized by all; that even with the distinguished service of thesa
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men upon this great commiftee, which eontrols the action of the
House, it remains for my friend from Texas to take thiz great
burden upon his shoulders and free the Nation from this infamy.
God give strength fo his arm! [Laughter.]

I fear very much that my distinguished friend has under-
estimated his ability. When he started out in this remarkable
proceeding he said:

How is it ?omible that I, sn insignificant Member from Texas, could
block legislation? Am I greater than the Congress?

Ah, well might I ask—

Upon what meat doth this onr Caesar feed,
TEu.t he is grown so great?

[Laughter.]

Again I say he has underestimated his abilities in this direc-
tion, because I have in my band here an article from the Hop-
kins County paper in Texas ealled The Hopkins County Echo.
May the echo thereof never depart from the ears of the distin-
guished gentleman from Texas. [Laughter.] It is signed
“mgomas L, Braxrtos, the Congressman of the seventeenth
district,” and in that, in spite of his claim for modesty now pre-
sented, he proclaims to the admiring world in Texas, and not
only the admiring world there, but the plaundits of all the
Nntion:

Here am I, and what do T say? TFor three years I have been
forced to remaln on the floor of the Mouse constantly to prevent this
proposal from being attached as a rider u;t:-cm appropriation bills. B
making timely polnts of order 1 bave kept it off appropriation bills, an
I have kept it from coming “? as a separate legislative proposition
solely by threats that I would foree a record vote. The fear of going
upon the record has thus far held the matter in abeyauce.

[Laughter.]

And yet he disclaims the ability to block legislation. [Laugh-
ter.] All of the automobiles that bave ever been built, all of
the powerful steam engines that ever were constructed, can be
blocked by the mere word of mouth from the gentleman from
Texas as he proclaims it in the Hopkins County , Echo.
[Laughter.]

Now, what does this amount to, my friends? Let us for a
moment be a bit serious if we can. This is a direct attack pre-
sented to-day upen two of the greatest committees in the House,
the Rules Committee and the Military Affairs Committee. It
may be amusing—it certainly is not instructive—for the mem-
bership of this House to sit heve and listen to a tirade of that
kind. ' If these men were not honorable men, if they were not
patriotic men, if they did not beleng to both of these great par-
ties, then perhaps there might be some partisan feeling in it;
but when we know their patriotism, when we recognize their
ability, and when we know that this complaint is made by one
who avows in a public paper that he is determined to block
legislation and has the ability to do It, then I say it is an
affront to the dignity of the whole House and the membership
thereof. [Applause.]

I do not rise to defend the membership of the Military Com-
mittee or the membership of the Rules Committee. They are
well able, amply able, to take care of themselves far better than
I could present any defense for them. T do not defend them, be-
cause they need no defense. [Applause.] I started ount in my
life with the proposition, and have tried to observe it, that every
man Is honest until he is proved dishonest, and with that prope-
sition I believe that every member of the Military Committee,
whether he be Republican or Democrat, is trying to do the best
that in him lies for the henefit of our Nation. [Applause.] I be-
lieve every member of the Rules Commitiee, whether he sits on
that side of the aisle or on this, is doing as he best knows how
for the public weal and welfare, and I resent as a Democrat, and
move than that I resent as a publie man in Congress, these at-
tacks upon the personnel of these committees and mentioning
them by name. [Applause.]

I do not agree with the gentlemen on that side of the alsle
in regard to matters of policy. I have been free, and I always
will be free to express my honest econvictions upon any public
question, but as long as I have my reason I will never resort
to what I eall public abuse and malignity and personal preju-
dice in the argument of any question. [Applause.] So now I
say to my distinguished friend from Texas [Mr. Braxtoxl,
whilst I do not agree with him in this propoesition, whilst I do
not agree with him in the eourse that he has pursued in refer-
ence to this matter, whilst I believe that the record produced
by the gentleman from California [Mr. Kanx] makes the gen-
tleman from Texas a particeps criminis, if there was any neg-
“lect, because he objected when the investigation might have
been had, notwithstanding that, what I have said is said more
jn the spirit of kindness rather than criticism or reproof. I
know that perhaps my distinguished friend from Texas will
‘@iffer with me in my last expression, but it is sincere. I have
been with you gentlemen for six years. I think I can say, at

least I hope I can say with sincerity, that I have made many
friends and no enemies. [Applause.]
I yield back the remainder of my time.

MESSAGE FROM TIIE BENATE,

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Syyper having taken
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate
by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced that the Sendate
had passed the following resolution:

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of
Representatives to return to the Senate the message of the Senate of
Felirnary 9, 1921, announcing its disa ment to the amendments of
the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 4205) to amend section 4,
chapter 1, of Title I of an act entitled “An act making further ?mvi-
sion for a civil government for Alaska and for other purposes,” ap-
proved June 6, 1000, as heretofore amended by section 2 of an act en-
titled “An act to amend section 86 of an act to Erovlde a government
for the Territory of Hawall, to provide for additional judges, and for
other judicial purposes,” approved March 8, 1909, and for other pur-
poses, and asking a conference with the House of Representatives on
the disagreeing votes of the two Tlouses thereon, together with the sald
bill and the amendment of the House of Representatives therefo,

FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL,

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. EAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. Canss]. [Applause.]

AMr. CARSS. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee,
I wish to take exception to a statement thot appears on page
2876 of the Reconp of Wednesday, February 9. This statement
was made by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Braxtox]. I will
read an excerpt from this statement:

It reminds me of a statement I heard not long ago which came
directly from an engineer, to show how the people have to pay for
these regulatory matters and for certain rules that both the railroads
aml the Emlployeos have for the operation of trains, from which the
ecountry suffers daily. The engineer stli{zped at a Jittle station aml
foumd out that there was a bolt loose and Jost, that had been lost out
of some part of the engire. He had such a bolt in his engine cab box
that cest about 8 cents that he could have put in theré in three
minutes and put it in good, and his engine would have been in first-
class shape; but under the rules of his organization he could not
touch the bolt, and he could not fouch the engive. He had to stop that
engine and t train of passengers at that little station, and
wire in to-the next division, some thirty-odd miles, and have them
send an engine and a eaboose with two mechanies in it, out there for a
little 8-cent bolt to Sut into the engine. The train was delayed four
hours and a half, and that one little bolt cost the railroad company an
fmmense amount of mwoney, which the people have to pay in the in-
ereaged tariffs. i

And so on ad nauseam. Now, gentlemen, ag one Member of
this House who ran a lecomotive and who has been a mewber
of both the railroad organizations to which enginemen belong,
I resent such an attack upon these men. I want to say that the
men who run the locomotives of this country are a elass of men
second to none in the community. [Applause,] They have in
their care the lives of millions of our citizens. They have in
their eare goods worth literally billions of deollars every year,
They have been true to the trust imposed upon them. And I
want to say there is not now and never has been at any time
any rule, either of the brotherhoods or of the railroad companies,
which would prevent that engineer from putting that bolt in his
engine. As anybody who knows anything abount railroading
is mware, before a man who is a fireman can be promoted to
the position of engineer he must pass a rigid and thorough
examination, especially on what are called breakdowns on
the road. He must answer five or six hunared guestions in
some cases, as to what he would do if a certain thing broke
down on his engine. I want to say that the enginemen of this
country pride themselves on their ability to repair their engines
while on the road, and it is considered a disgrace for an
engineer to have to give up his train or to be towed into the
terminal. I have known men fo work for hours and hours and
bring an engine in on one side, and sometimes on what they
call one wheel, sooner than to have to give up their train.

Now, I can readily see that If something had broken on the
engine which rendered it dangerous to proceed, the engineer ,
would properly have taken the sidetrack; but in g case of this
kind, where the gentleman from Texas says the engineer had a
little S-cent bolt in his box—of course I can not imagine what
gensible man would provide himself with that bolt if he was not
permitted to use it—he ywould certainly have used it to make
the necessary repairs of his engine.

Mr. QUIN. I did not hear the first part of the gentleman's
speech. Who was it that made the statement?

Mr. CQARSS. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Draxton]
makes the statement that he got this story from an engineer.
I do not know whether it is another ghost story like the one he
told recently about the Mooney case or not.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CARSS. The gentleman is not very generous about yield-
ing, I notice, so I decline to yield to him, as I have only five
minutes.
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The CHAIRMAN.
nesota has expired.

Mr. CARSS. 1 ask unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the RREcorbp.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is
there objection?

Mr. McCLINTIC,
say that I have objected to the others.
sistent.

Mr. SNELL.

Mr, BLACK.
Minnesota want?

Mr. McCLINTIC. I will yield to the gentleman from Min-
nesota three minutes out of my time,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma has not
the time to yield.

Mr. EAGAN. Mr, Chairman, I yield threc additional min-
utes to the gentleman from Minnesota.

Mr. CARSS. Mr. Chairman, I want to refute the statement
that has gone abroad in the CoxcresstonAr Recorp, which is a
reflection on these men, I realize, as we all do, that no one in
the House takes the gentleman from Texas very seriously, but
for fear the impression might go abroad that such a rule pre-
vails in any railroad organization I want to correct the state-
ment now, and I challenge the gentleman from Texas to produce
proof that there is or ever was any such rule. Mr. Chairman,
I yield back the balance of my time. [Applause.]

Mr. EAGAN. Mr, Chairman, I yield one minute to the gentle-
man from Texas [AMr. Braxrtox].

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, T could not get time to an-
swer the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Dewart], but I
want to say that my letter he referred to from the Hopkins County
paper was my fight against the proposed salary advance for
both Congressmen and Senators to $12,000. The only difference
between me and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. De-
warT)] is that in the fights I have made on the floor for re-
trenchment I have the people of the United States with me and
he has a few Congressmen with him who are still wanting to take
the money out of the people’s Treasury. I have got the people
of Pennsylvania with me, I have got the people of Minnesota
with me, I have got the people of Kansas with me, in the fights
that I am trying to make here to save the people’s money and
keep it from being wasted. These little attacks do not hurt
me; I am used to them. Every man who has ever fought for
the people has been so attacked, and I do not care. 1 know
where the people are,

Mr. SLEMP. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Coorer].

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the commit-
tee, I am pleased that my good friend from Minnesota [Mr.
Carss] has called attention to a statement made by the gentle-
man from Texas [Mr. Braxtoxn] which was placed in the Rec-
orp a few days ago. At the time the gentleman from Texas
made that statement he was opposing an appropriation in the
deficiency bill for safety-appliance inspection of the railroads
of our country.

Now, I am sure that if the gentleman from Texas had taken
the trouble to look at the report filed by the chief inspector
of the burean of locomotive inspection to the Interstate Com-
merce Commission he would not have opposed that appropria-
tion. I find that in 1920 there were 66 railroad employees killed
and 916 injured by reason of defective equipment. In order to
reenforce his opposition to that item which was carried in the
appropriation bill he referred at that time to the engineer
whom the gentleman from Minnesota has just spoken about,

For a great many years it was my privilege to =it in a loco-
motive cab. I, for one Member of this House, can not sit still
and let this statement of the gentleman from Texas go by
unchallenged.

When he made the statement that the organization—and he
meant by organization either the Brotherhood of Locomotive En-
gineers or the Bretherhood of Firemen and Engineers—that the
rules of the organization would not permit the engineer to put
in that little S-cent bolt and take the train to its destination,
but that he, the engineer, telegraphed to the next terminal point,
30 miles away, and called for an engine and full crew to carry
two mechanics to put in the 8-cent bolt, which delayed the train
four and a half hours, I am not so sure he was stating a fact.

Gentlemen, does that sound reasonable to you? I know that
if there is one thing above all others that a locomotive engineer
takes pride in, it is in getting his train over the road on time
and bringing it info the terminal. 1 do not believe there has
been any such rule established in any of the railroad brother-
hood organizations or by any railroad company. [Applause.]

The time of the gentleman from Min-

Rleserving the right to object, I wish to
I want to be con-

Regular order, Mr, Chairman.
How much time does the gentleman from

Mr. SLEMP. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. GrAman].

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. AMr, Chairman, I asik unanimous
consent that I may have leave to extend my remarks in the
RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there
objection?

Mr. McCLINTIC. I object.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, from time to time
during the present Congress various members of the select com-
mittee on expenditures in the War Department have called the
attention of the House to what we considered to be matters
worthy of the attention of the House and the country. That
these statements thus made, together with the reports accom-
panying them, have had a very considerable and widespread in-
fluence upon the thought of the country I believe no one doubts,
In continuance of what I believe to be the plain duty of this
committee I am now again calling attention to certain condi-
tions following the World War which are not generally under-
stood and which call for early remedial legislation.

The particular matter I refer to is the disposition being made
of materials purchased by the War Department during the war
and now found to be surplus. Some of the sales of this material
have been heretofore referred to on the floor by members of
the committee, I now desire to call the attention of the House
to further instances of such sales.

All sales of surplus have been made pursuant to the aun-
thority of a part of the military appropriations act for the fiscal
5ieur ending June, 1919, and which act authorizes the Presi-
dent—

* ® * through the head of any executive depaurtment, to sell,
upon such terms as the head of such department shall deem expedient,
to any person, partnership, association, corporation, or any other de-
partment of the Government, or to any foreign State or Government,
engaged in war against any Government with which the United States
is at war, any war supplies, material, and cquipment, and any by-
products thereof, and any bullding, plant or factory, acquired sinee
April 6, 1917, including the lands upon which the plant or factory
may be situated, for the production of such war supplies, materials, and
e?uipment whlcﬁ, during the present emergency, may have or may here-
after be purchased, acquired or manufactured by the United States.

Claiming to proceed by authority of this act, the Director of
Sales, E. C. Morse, issued on November 13, 1919, Order No. 72,
which order provided, in brief, that advertisement should be
made in all cases of the proposed sale, and that there should
be competitive bids on the article proposed to be sold. Prior
to this order the department had been operating under many
other orders, issued from time to time, presumably being made
by the Director of Sales on the authority of the Secretary of
War. 8o far as the committee has been able to ascertain, the
President has not, by express written order, deputized to the
Secretary of War his powers given him by the act of July 9,
1918, above referred to.

After the signing of the armistice, and at various times since,
much material has been declared surplus., From time to time
some of it has been sold at public anction, but the greater part
has been sold by negotiated sales. In these sales there has
been much injustice. In many instances no attention has been
paid to the rules providing for advertising and competitive bids,
and often there has been no competition at all, and favored
bidders have been selected at the will of the Director of Sales.
However, a citation of specific instances will give the House
more information than general observations.

OLIVE-DREAD DUCK,

A large amount of 72-inch surplus olive-drab duck was on hand
at the end of the war, due to purchases far in advance of any
reasonable needs of the Government. On Junuary 12, 1920, the
surplus property division sold 229,104 yards of this material at
65F cents to one H. Miller, of 59 White Street, New York City.
This duck cost $1.938 per yard and was in its original bales,
It had been selling theretofore by the Government at $1.25 per
yard. After the sale was made it was represented that when
the bales were opened the material was found to be waterproof,
and Col. L. M. Purcell, head of the surpius property division,
at once reduced the price to 474 cents per yard, and dedneted
from the purchase price $42,440.06. Miller thereupon offered
and sold this material to the public for $1.41 per yard. This
duck could have been sold readily for $1.13 per yard, beeanse
exactly the same material was shortly thereafter sold to the
Chatham Cotton Co. for that price, the purchase being 276900
yards.

Miller is connected with both the Chatham Cotton Co. and
another company called the Delphi Mills. This last company
bought 278,000 yards of the same material a little while later
for 9086 cents per yard. Miller's purchases have been many.
Among other things he bought a considerable amount of brown
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denim—the Government did not have it to deliver—he then
presented a bill for $60,312.27 damages. To settle this the
Government let him have duck of a market value of $483,761.30
for a price of $233,754.84, or a loss of §250,006.46. All of this
was done by simple negotiation without any competition or
advertising for bids.

MOSQUITO BARS.

An immense number of mosquito bars, made for use on cots,
were on hand when the war ended. On advertisement of a
million of these in February, 1920, the Berkshire Trading Co.,
of New York, bid from $0.6716 to $0.6811. Thereafter the Chief
of the Surplus Property Division had all bids rejected and a
fixed price of $1 per bar made. A man by the name of Benja-
min 8. Falter, former chief of the C. & E. and textile sec-
tions of the Surplus Property Division, had formed the Berk-
shire Trading Co. above mentioned and was president of it
He had resigned from the War Department a little before this.
After this fixed price was made, Falter was awarded 1,000,
000 mosquite bars at the price above stated, and they were shipped
to him, payment to be made in 90 days, without any bond
or cash deposit, except $9,580., Thereafter the Surplus Property
Division awnrded 813,943 additional mosquito bars to this com-
pany af the same price. These bars cost §4.65 each and their
replacement valne at that time was $5.257,

FROZEN BREF.

An immense amount of material was retained by the War
Department and not declared surplus. This has been called
attention to heretofore on repeated occasions by this committee.
This was for the purpose, manifestly, of keeping this material
from competing with other manufactured materials coming from
manufacturing interests over the country.

On June 15, 1920, there was found to be a very large quantity
of frozen beef, purchased from the packers of the country, on
hand and some of which had been declared surplus. This meat
had been purchased from the packers at approximately 30 cents
per pound.

During the year 1919 much of it was sold, from time to time,
to the packers at 10} cents per pound, after the attention of
Col. A. W. Yates, Chief of the Surplus Property Division, was
called to the fact that Congress had seemingly expressed ifs
desire that goods should be sold direct to the consuming public.
However, Col. Yates proceeded to sell 25,000,000 pounds of this
gurplus frozen beef, 15,000,000 pounds being sold to the packers
at 10} cents per pound, less 13 per cent, and the balance being
sold fo the public at from 13 cents to 15 cents per pound. To
{Mustrate the value of the meat, on March 15, 1920, 15,000,000
pounds were sold to Belgium for export at 15 cents per pound.
Again, on June 10, 1920, 3,000,000 pounds were declared surplus.
One-half was sold to the public for 13 cents per pound and the
rest to the packers at 10} cents per pound, less 13 per cent.
Lvery officer examined about this stated that it could have
been sold readily to the public at from 13 cents to 15 cents per
pound, and although officers were protesting against selling it
to the packers, this was, nevertheless, done. :

BHIRTING FLANNEL.

On July 8, 1920, there was found to be 2,383,445 yards of
5i-inch to HO-inch shirting flannel on hand. Some had been
sold theretofore to the public at from $1.25 to §1.50 per yard.
It could hardly be purchased at any price in the stores. With-
out bids, immediately thereafter Col. Yates and the director
of sales sold the entire amount to Sigmund Eisner, of Redbank,
N. J., at £1.10 per yard, with a discount of 10 per cent, which
brought the cost price of the flannel down to 99 cents per yard.
Tismer's discount alone was $213,000. Nobody else ever had
a chance to buy this material, so far as anybody knows. It
conld have been sold readily to the public for a much higher
price.

GAUZE,

An immense amount of Army gauze was advertised to be sold
July 19, 1920. Before the date for the receipt of bids W. B.
Miller, chief of the textile branch of the Surplus Property Divi-
glon, sold 250,000 yards of this to the same II. Miller mentioned
in the olive-drab duck transaction at private sale, and H.
Miller, before the sale, was offering to sell this material to the
ones who were proposing to bid thereon. When this was called
to the attention of the Chief of the Surplus Property Divisisn
by an officer, he reprimanded him and told him that the divi-
sion conld not afford to have these things known outslde.

UNDERWEAR,

Two men by the names of Vanstrom and Skinner were on the
board whose duty it was to award bids for surplus goods. Van-
strom was instromental in selling 7,000,000 suits of underwear,
amounting to more than §3,000,000, by negotiated bid, without
advertising and without competition, at from 40 cents to 43

cents a garment to John F. Hickey, of Philadelphia. Vanstrom
resigned from the Government service on June 30, 1920, and was
thereupon employed by Hickey., After this purchase the buyer
put in a claim that the material was stained and that he ought
to be given the garments for 234 cenis aplece. This claim was
allowed and no investigation was permitted as to the true con-
dition of the articles until after the claim was allowed and paid.
LUMBER.

An immense amount of hard-pine, hemlock, spruce, and fir
lumber was on hand at the end of the war, estimated at about
188,000,000 feet. The Director of Sales, on February 25, 1919,
gold all surplus lumber {o J, L. Phillips and John Stephens, of
Jacksonville, Fla., duly authorized representatives of the Na-
tional Burean of Wholesale Lumber Distributors, the Na-
tional Retail Lumber Dealers’ Association, the West Coast
Lumber Assoclation, the Central Pennsylvania Lumber Co.,
the Southern Pine Association, the Georgia-Florida Saw-
mill Association, and the North Carolina Pine Association.
All costs of handling, loading, and so forth, were to be paid by
the United States, The base prices were to be fixed from time
to time by a representative of the Government and a representa-
tive of the purchaser, and when this base price was fixed the
purchasers were to have 12 per cent off the base prices,

As soon as the armistice was signed they fixed the base prices
on No. 2 hard pine at from $9 to $25 per thousand feet; spruce,
$23 to £30; hemlock, 9 to $25; and fir from $9 to $25 per
thousand feet. The same lumber on the New York market at
that time was worth—

Hard pine _ . £35. 50 to §37.050
Bpruce A 41. 00 to 58.00

emlock et 37. 50 to 39. 50
I i e o i e e Sl il 49. 50 to B5I1.50

Abgolutely no reason appears anywhere why this sale, when
the country was suffering for Iumber, was made at such remark-
able figures.

One hundred and twenty-four million feet approximately of
this lumber was withdrawn from the sale by the construction
division and has all been used by them except about 3,000,000
feet., In other words, since the armistice the construction divi-
;ﬂon btaf the Army has used approximately 121,000,000 feet of
umber,

The buildings at Camp DBenning, Ga., it appears, have been
almost completely constructed out of this lumber,

SUGAR.

Under the Federal fuel administration act a subordinate body
was constituted, called the Sugar Iqualization Board. Under
an agreement in October, 1918, between the Cuban sugar pro-
ducers and the Sugar Equalization Board of the United States
an agreement was made in writing by which the Cubun crop
for that year, about 4,000,000 long tons, was purchased by the
United States.

Thereafter, by international agreement the United States
Sugar Equalization Board caused about one-third of this sagar
to be sent to the nations associated with us in the war, leaving
us approximately 2,555,000 long tons, This was principally
delivered in March, April, and May, 1919.

On or about the 31st day of December, 1919, the Sugar Equuli-
zation Board ceased to function as such,

On July 31, 1019, Mr. E. C. Morse, Director of Sales, ad-
dressed a letter to Mr. Crowell, First Assistant Secretary of
War, in which he represented that the reserve supply of sugar
for the Army—a supply for 300,000 men for six months—ought
to be cut to a three months' supply, and the balance turned over
to the SBugar Equalization Board for distribution. Maj. Gen,
Rogers, of the Quartermaster Corps, strongly protested and
insisted that there was no surplus sugar in the War Depart-
ment., However, Mr. Crowell made the order for the transfer.

The War Department had paid 8.79 cents per pound for its
gugar. " From August to October, 1919, the War Department
turned over 406,000,000 pounds of refined sugar to the Sugar
Equalization Board at 8.79 cents per pound. This board at
once distributed it through the country, the great bulk of it
going to candy makers, sirup makers, canners, and wholesale
grocers, who took it at 8.79 cents per pound.

You remember the sugar rationing in the fall and winter of
1919, Thousands of families for weeks at the time were unable
to get sugar at all, and there was practically no family fruit
canning. Sugar prices rose to the sky, together with candy,

girup, and preserved goods. Many of those who were purchas-
ing sugar from tha War Department at 8.79 cents per pound
were charging vasltly increased prices because of their claim
that sugar had gone up.

During this same fisenl year, and to supply the needs of the
Army, Gen. Rogers was forced to go upon the market and buy
14,275,800 pounds of refined sugar, for which there was paid
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an average price per pound of 15.08 cents, and 22,333,669 pounds
of raw sugar, which cost 144 cents per pound. By this ene
transaection there was taken from the purse of the publie the
sam of $2,162,929, which was deliberately given to the candy
makers, canners, and whelesale groeers of the country by the
Sugar Equalization Board and Mr. E. C. Merse, Director of
Sales.
TORACCO.

On the signing of the armistice there was a vast quantity of
all kinds of tobaceo in the hands of the War Department. Dur-
ing the war the War Department took over almost the entire
production of tobaeco from the manufacturers.

Among other tobaccos declared surplus were 220,530,000
Camel eigareties. These were made by and purchased from
the J. Reynalds Tobaeco Co., of Winston-Salem, N, C. Of these,
180,000,000 were sold baek to the maker at the price said to be
paid by the Government for them, in the fall of 1919, at prices
ranging from $0.0576 to $0.065 per package, in bond. The
internal-revenue tax on these packages was at those times 6
cenis per package of 20, thus bringing the average price of
these cigarettes, stamped, to 12 cents a 20 package.

After making this sale, beginning early in 1620, the Quarter-
master Department began to purchase Camel cigarettes from the
Reynolds Co., and in all bought 2,515,350 packages, or £346,088.29
worth, for which they paid an average of about $0.14278 a
20-package. For such of these as were sent across the seas
to our soldiers we paid a tribute to the Reynolds Co. from our
Treasury of approximately 2% cents a package; for such as
were kept in this eountry and sold to the soldiers each soldier,
when he bought a package, paid 2} cents to the Reynolds Co.,
which the Government could have saved him, but which went
to swell the profits of the Reynolds Co. Aside from this, the
20-package of Camel cigarettes were then being sold to retailers
at 16 ceuts each.

There were also large quantities of smoking tobaceo, among
others Velvet tobaeco, made by Liggett & Myer Tobaceo Co., of
St. Louis, of which there was a declared surplus of 7,818,813
tins, almost all of the 2-ounce size. These eost the Government
in bond $0.0865 per tin.

The officers ecalled swore this tobacco wonld deteriorate and
was “off” when examined by them. From February 5, 1920,
until January 19, 1921, none of this tebacco, which was said
to be deteriorating, is shown to have been sold. As a matter of
fact, in Mareh, 1920, all this tobacco was sold to B. F, Falter,
for the Berkshire Trading Co., of New York, for 9 cents a
tin, In the fall the Surplus Property Division permitted this
man Falter to cancel his purchase and then, January 19, 1921,
sold 6,180,987 2-ounce tins of it to some speculators in New
York for $0.0275 a fin. This same tobaceo retails at 15 cents
a package and its wholesale price is 13} cents. No doubt
this same tobaceo is now being consumed by the American pub-
lic at 15 cents a package.

LEATHER.

On account of widespread eomplaints, an extensive investi-
gation of leather purchases during the war and sales after the
war was undertaken by the select committee. In no other part
of the postwar practices of the War Department that I have
lLad brought to my attention was there such an apparent abuse
of power and evasion of existing law as in the purchase and
sale of our leather supplies,

I have heretofore called the attention of the House to the
excessive purchases of leather goods during the war in an
address T deliversed here on June 1, 1920, In that address I
called attention to the faet that we had purehased and received
among other things 500,326 double sets of harness, 110,828 sin-
gle sets of harness, 945,000 saddles, 2,850,853 halters, and
585,615 saddlebags. "

It was testified by the officers in charge of the buying end
of the leather business in the War Department that purchases
were so excessive as to be beyond reason, and that if all the
leather and leather goods were purchased that were authorized
in 1918 all the hides of the country for that year would have
been taken and 300,000 more. As it was, the clvilian popula-
tion went oen 30 per cent of the country’s produnction for that

r‘ -
ﬁ? have no hesitancy in eharging, expressly and explicitly now,
that the whole leather situation during the war and up to the
present time has been In the control of the whole or a part of
the leather makers, tanners, and harness makers of the United
States. Mr. Julins Nosenwald, of Sears, Roebuek & Co.. was
put in charge of raw material by the Advisory Commission of
the Council of National Defense, and early in the war ealled
in the leather men and made committees of them under him.
Among these various committeemen one, Maj. Joseph C. Byron,
an extensive tanner from Williamsport, Pa., was made chair-

man of the cooperative committee on leather equipment. After-

wards, when these committees were changed to committees

;ndeg the War Industries Board, Maj. Byron was still con-
nued.

The priees of the various manufaetured articles made of
leather during the war were fixed by agents of the Council of
National Defense and the War Industries Board, and Maj. J. C,
Byron was the agent of the War Department in fixing these
prices throughout the entire war. At about the same time Maj.
Byron came into the service a man by the name of George B,
Goetz, of A, D. Goetz & Co., Ranson, W. Va., harness makers,
came into the War Department, was made a captain, and was
placed in charge of purchasing leather goods. From that time
until the end of the war Capt.—afterwards made colonel—Goetz
made all the contracts for the purchase of leather goods of all
kinds, except on one occasion when he was temporarily ab-
sent, and in which instance Capt. Azel ¥. Cochran took his
place and did the purchasing until Lis return.

Goetz was vice president of the A. D. Goetz & Co., harness
makers, during all the time of his service in the Army and drew
a salary of $100 a month from his ecompany throughout the en-
tire period, at the same time drawing his salary as an officer in
the United States Army. Goetz called Henry W. Benke, an-
other harness manufacturer, into the War Department and had
a captain’s eommission issued to him. During the war he—
Benke—was promoted to a majority, worked under Col. Goetz,
and was in charge of the inspection of leather purchased for
the use of the Army. Cochran bought for the Ordnance Depart-
ment until this was consolidated with the Quartermaster’'s De-
pariment, when he assisted Col. Goetz in the purchases. It will
thus be seen that the control of the price fixing, purchase, and
inspection of all leather goods was under the direct control
of Byron, Goetz, Benke, and Cochran during the war, They
bought everything to excess. IRequisitions were issued for har-
ness in unbelievable quantities and mmeh of this material
ordered was never used. For example, take the harness called
the “H. T. G.” harness. On February 21, 1918, a cablegram
was sent from the American Expeditionary Forees askinz that
the British artillery harness be copied, as it was better adapted
for our use. Thereupon large orders were placed for this kind
of harness. - It was a breast-collar harness. I have a set of it
in the lobby which the Members may examine if desired. There
were, approximagely, 80,000 single sets of this harness made;
for each set of lead harness the Government pald $30.08 and
$30.52 for wheel harness. So far as I know there was never a
set of it used. None of it was sent to the American Expedition-
ary Forces and, since the armistice was signed, it was aban-
doned and deelared surplus.

I understand this type of harness is now used by the British
armies for almost all purposes, and no reason has been given
as to why it is not adaptable for American purposes except that
somebody, who has the decision of the matter, does not like it,
Within the last few days 62,000 double sets of this harness have
been sold to the company at a minimum price of $5.21 and $4.59
a double set.

Eight or ten different types of harness were purchased during
the war by these gentlemen ; everything from heavy artillery to
surrey harness, to haul the officers’ earriages. Orders were
placed wherever the particular purchasing officer desired, with-
out competition, without bids, and without advertising.

Among other people from whom Col. Goetz purchased, he
placed orders with his own house for approximately half a
million dollars’ worth of harness and leather goods. The cor-
respondence shows he was transacting much of this business
himself. In some cases he inspected the goods; in most cases
the orders were signed by some one under his control, but in one
instance which the committee found he signed the order himself
to his own house.

There has been called to my attention, and very properly so,
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. AMcKexzie] that there were
requisitions made from time to time by the department of re-
quirements on the purchasing officers for the purchase of har-
ness and that the requisitioning of this was done by another
department. The purchasing was done by Col. Goetz, as I have
already detailed. I have noted that in one instance the com-
mittee found an order signed by Col. Goetz, in his own name as
an officer of the War Departinent, for his own firm. This trans-
action of business by any officer in the War Department with his
own firm has been a stench throughout all this war, and it is in
plain violation of the law of the land. The law is plain. It is
as follows:

SEC. 41. No officer or agent of any corporation, joint-stock company,
or assoclation, and no member or agent of any firm, or person directl
or Indirectly interested in the peennlary profits or contracts of sucx

corporation, joint-stock company, association, or firm, shall be employed
or shall act as an officer or agent of the United Siates for the trans-
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action of business with such corporation, joint-stock company, associa-

tlon, or firm. Whoever shall viciate the provision of this section shall

fined not more than $2,000 and imprisoned not more than two years.

é ee. 41, Criminal Code, 35 Stat. L., Military Laws of the United
tates, p. 461.)

I state now without reservation and without fear of success-
ful contradiction that Col. George B. Goetz violated this law on
dozens of occasions, and that, in my judgment, prosecution can
be successfully maintained against him under this statute. His
superior oflicers knew this; the Secretary of War must have
known it, yet no one gave it the slightest attention, nor have
they done so up to this time, although the Secretary of War
has full knowledge of the situation.

During the war the leather trade—that is, the manufacturers
and the tanners—were represented by a few individuals, and
their functions were consolidated so that the Government dealt
with just a few men, who represented the Tanners’ Council and
various cooperative committees of the leather manufacturers.

Immediately upon the signing of the armistice Maj. Byron was
made chairman of the War Claims Board, dealing with the
settlement of the leather contracts. Col, Goetz was made a
member of this board, as well as Capt. Benke, Capt. Cochran
retired from the service some time in the early part of 1919.

From that time forward practically all settlements made with
the leather manufacturers were made by Byron, Goetz, and
Benke, These men called four meetings of the leather manu-
facturers and tanners between the time of the signing of the
armistice and the final consummation of the sale of this sur-
plus leather goods. The first meeting was at the office of Maj.
Byron, in the War Department, on Monday, December 23, 1918.
In 1919 another meeting was held at Chicago; another in
Atlantie City in the latter part of July, 1920; and finally an-
other meeting on September 14, 1920, at the Auditorium Hotel,
Chicago. Goetz, Byron, and Benke were present at all of these
meetings, and at all of them the question of the disposition
to be made of the surplus leather goods was discussed. It will
be remembered that during this time these three men were
members of the claims board and had nothing fo do with the
sale of the leather goods, this being ordinarily done by the
Surplus Property Division, an entirely distinet division. How-
ever, they attended these meetings and had charge of them.
At these meetings discussions were had and plans proposed as
to what should be done with this harness, so that it might not
come into the market in competition with the product of the
manufacturers. Various plans were proposed at these meet-
ings—first, to ship it to foreign countries and sell it there, and
as a result of this the War Department instructed all our mili-
tary attachés at various places to try to sell the harness in
foreign countries for what they could get for ift. However, it
was found it could not be sold any place. Then these men,
meeting in convention, concluded that the leather goods ought
to be put away and kept until the next war.

At all of these meetings Goetz and Byron indicated that they
did not desire to have the stuff come onto the market in com-
petition with the product of the manufacturers. To illustrate
this, at the Chicago meeting in September, 1920, Maj. Byron
said:

I have been very much disturbed for the past year and a half in
Washington that some speculator should get hold of this material, the
way they have of other materials, and go and dump it in some one
man's territory, maybe ruin his business for five years, so that what
we are aiming to is to pass this back to the consumer, as far as
possible, through the trade, hav[nf in view the expense of marketing
and the return to the Government, and having in view also as little
injury as possible to the manufacturer who is in this line ; and, another
thing, to spread It thin over the country; not dump it all in one man's
territory. * * * The object, I think, is to spread it thin,

Very little of the harness was sold. Mr. HE. C. Morse was
then Director of Sales. There is no doubt in my mind but that
Mr. Morse was acting in conjunction with Byron and Goetz
in these matters. Such sales as were permitted were in odd
lots, so that no one cared to bid. No real effort was made to
gell any of this material until the spring of 1920, when five sales
campaigns were conducted and where hundreds of bids were
taken for small amounts of the goods in question, many higher
than the amounts finally received, and which were rejected.
No real effort to sell was made during this time. As a matter
of faect, Mr. B. C. Morse was evidently leading up to the final
sale of this property to Goetz and Byron, because on March 12,
1920, in a memorandum to the Assistant Secretary of War he
said this:

8. The problems facing the sales department in connection with
harness are—

First, to dispose of, approximately, 175,000 sets of breast-collar
harness, with component parts representing in the neighborhood of
70,000 more sets ; and, second, the disposal of 75,000 McClellan saddles.

I did not expeet that we would be able to move this material by any
regular method of sale, but I did think it advisable to try this method
to build up our case (p. 4891).

Maj. Watts and Capt. Dosson, officers in charge of the
Surplus Property Division, who were authorized to sell this
property, whenever they tried to sell anything found constant
opposition from Col. Goetz and Maj. Byron, who were on the
Claims Board. These two worthies secured a muddy set of
the artillery harness in question, brought it to Washington,
and exhibited it to prospective bidders as a sample of the
harness, and circulated reports in every possible way that the
harness was of no value.

In the spring of 1920 Col. Goetz and Capt. Benke went to
Roek-Island, I11., where there was the largest and best harness
shop in the world in the Government arsenal, for the purpose
of taking some of the machinery out of the arsenal to convert it
for use in vocational training. Who sent them, members of
the Claims Board, on this mission, no one knows. In the spring
of 1920 the Secretary of War issued an order to dismantle the
leather shop in the Rock Island Arsenal and remove it at
once. One hundred and six carloads were taken out of this
arsenal and not more than 10 per cent of it has ever been set
up at Jeffersonville, Ind., where it was supposed to be taken.
To-day there is not a leather working arsenal in the United
States where this harness, or any other harness in any consid-
erable amount, can be changed. The Secretary of War was so
fearful that some congressional action might stop it that an
immense force of men was put on at the Rock Island Arsenal,
who worked day and night to get this done in order to avoid
any congressional restrietion.

After all this was done Goetz, Byron, and Benke made their
final preparations for the contract they ultimately obtained.
As early as May, 1920, they were talking with Mr, Morse about
buying all the surplus leather goods. The harness manufac-
turers and tanners of the country thought that this material
would not come onto the market, Lulled to security by what
Byron and Goetz had told them, matters drifted along until
September 3, 1920, when, without advertising and without
bids, the Director of Sales, Morse, gave Goetz, Byron, Benke,
and Cochran an option on all surplus leather goods of the
Government. Before that time Mr. Morse had issued an order,
in the name of the Secretary of War, that no option could be
given, and yet in this instance he himself gave a written option.
The next day, September 4, after the option was signed Col.
Goetz retired from the Army, and later, in the fall, Benke
also retired. A corporation was at once formed, known as the
United States Harness Co., the details of which had been tenta-
tively arranged before securing this option. The four oflicers
of this corporation, which has a capital stock of $300,000, are
Goetz, Byron, Benke, and Cochran, each of whom receive a
salary of $25,000 a year. Seventeen harness firms in the
United States each bought $10,000 worth of stock, Goetz,
Byron, Benke, and Cochran taking the other $130,000,

The amount of surplus leather goods included in this contract
ranges in estimate from $27,000,000 to $150,000,000. In Febru-
ary, 1919, Col. Goetz himself estimated this surplus leather
zoods at $150,000,000. How much of it there is no one knows.

The contract with the United States Harness Co. includes all
surplus already declared and all future surplus. By this con-
tract a minimum price is fixed on artillery harness, 1916 model,
and H. T. G. harness, the minimum for artillery being $14.60
for a double set of wheel, and $12.80 for a double set of lead,
K. C. grade. This harness cost the Government $226 a double
set for wheel and $170 for lead. I have a set of it here which
may be inspected. Each double set comprises 2 MeClellan sad-
dles, 1 saddle bag, 1 riding whip, 2 blankets, 2 halters, a rope
lead, 2 bridle and 2 choke straps, 2 breast collars and neck
straps, 4 cable traces, 2 turnbacks and hips, and four 22-inch
hook and ring chains.

The mmﬁany is to remake such of this harness as needs re-
making and then sell it. The Government is fo have 60 per
cent of the gross receipts and the company 40 per cent. Wher-
ever the 60 per cent falls below the minimum price the minimum
price must be paid.

In explaining the large expense that the company would be
put to to remake this harness Col. Goetz stated that the hames
for the new harness would cost them $4.50 per pair. However,
it afterwards developed that Mr. Morse, Director of Sales,
had offered them 11,000 pairs of hames which the War Depart-
ment had at 25 cents per pair, which were very promptly ac-
cepted.

There is no doubt in any reasonable man's mind but that the
stockholders of the United States Harness Co. will make mil-
lions of dollars profits by the contract they have made. It is
apparent to any unprejudiced person that there was a con-
certed plan from the beginning to so manipulate the surplus
leather matters that finally these four men who knew more
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abowt the harness and leather situation than anyone else in the
Army might get the benefits when it was disposed of. They
were the men who fixed the prices on it in the first place, who
bought excessive quantities of it, and who had all the informa-
tion there was about its quantity and quality.

The evidence indicated that, at Government expense, Goetz
and Byron had traveled about the country while members of
the Claims Board and with no real authority to do so, and thus
had obtained an intimate and complete knowledge of the exact
whereabouts, condition, and value of all the leather goods in
the possession of the Government, leading the leather manu-
facturers and tanners of the country to believe that they in-
tended to keep it off the market for two years at least.. But
litile was done. Then suddenly they take over this material
which they had dealt with as officers in the United BStates
Army, greatly to the surprise and consternation of the re-
mainder of the leather manufacturers and tanners of the coun-
try, and now are in entire control of the situation, with im-
mense profits in sight.

I do not defend the attitude of the harness manufacturers
and tanners of the country. Their only interest seems to have
been to protect themselves from competition in the market and
to keep the prices up. I have the most supreme contempt for
that sort of a patriot. [Applause.]

I state now and charge publicly that in my opinion the acts
of Goetz, Byron, Benke, and Cochran were not only a breach
of falth with the Government, whose uniform they wore, but,
in my judgment, constituted a criminal conspiracy to enrich
themselves at the expense of the Government. It has been
said that the contract with the United States Harness Co. pre-
sents the opportunity for the Government to obtain the largest
possible return from its surplus leather goods. It may be that
this is true, although personally I do not think so., In three
months alone they made about $250,000 on this contract. Forty
per cent of $27,000,000 is $10,800,000. The War Department
for two years has apparently attempted to detract from the
possibility of selling this material through the War Depart-
ment. The Government has wrecked the only Government shop
in the United States where the harness might have been con-
verted. Immediately after the armistice this mass of harness,
if known to be surplus, ought fo have been sent to the working
arsenals of the United States and there converted into some-
thing that was salable. But this was not done; instead the
arsenal was wrecked. So I say it may be that-if this contract
is honestly executed the Government returns may be greater
than any other present possible method. Irrespective of this,
however, I desire to challenge the attention of the Members of
this House to the fact that on grounds of public policy such
contracts as this ought not to be executed. If it is possible for
men in the employ of the United States, especially if they be
officers in the Military Department, to have constantly before
their eyes the possibilities of leaving the service and acquiring
great gains from the purchases of materials with which they
had had to deal, there is constantly before the eyes of every
man in the public service the temptation to be dishonest to his
employer, the people of the United States. It can not be too
strongly condemned. It ought to be against the law. In my
State it is against the statutory law for even a school-teacher to
gell a box of chalk to his district, so careful have our people
been about putting temptation before the eyes of the publie
officials,

I make the following observations as to remedies I would
suggest to put an end to practices such as I have been de-
tailing :

First. A law should be enacted making it illegal for any
former officer, enlisted nran, or employee of the Army, Navy,
or Marine Corps to purchase any surplugs material from the
Government within two years from the time of his leaving the
service, except such purchases as are made from retall stores
and commissaries.

Second. The provigions of the military appropriations act
JSor the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919, giving the President
power to sell surplus property should be either repealed or
so modified as to make proper provision providing for the
prompt declaration of surplus and for advertising and public
bidding on sales of such property.

I will say here that I have no donbt, nor have I seen any-
one who has any doubt, that there is over a billlon dollars’
worth of surplus in the War Department that has not yet been
declared. There is enough surplus goods in the War Depart-
ment now to pay the soldiers’ bonus that we have been talking
about for some time, if it was properly administered as such.

In theee later days much has been said about *water that
has gone over the wheel.” Such talk is folly. If a man rob
another and spend the nroney, do you say “ the water has gone

over the wheel”? If a man kills another, shall we say *the
man is dead, and therefore why talk about it now ”? However,
it will be remembered that these things I have been telling you
are not “water over the wheel.” The water is going over now.
I have no hesitancy in saying that more out and out rascality
has occurred in our Government gince the war than ever
occurred while it was on. I can overlook much that happened
during the bustle and rush of war. We ought to overlook
much, but I have no atom of synrpathy for the thief or grafter
who plies his trade when the war is over, nor have I any
more sympathy in my heart for the public official who will
permit him to do it withont any attempt to stay his hand.
[Applause.]

When the gung of a hostile fleet are reaching out their targets
it is good strategy to throw overboard some smoke boxes and
behind the smoke screen thus created flee to safety. Thus it has
been lately. The earefully staged performance recently brought
to our attention, where one high in the councils of this admin-
istration struts and swears, and swears and struts, and throws
about the miserable grafter and incompetent official the shelter-
ing mantle of the glorious deeds of our boys across the seas is
to this end. The eaptious heckling from our Democratic breth-
ren about the payment of certain bills is for the same purpose.
I charge you, my colleagues, that behind this screen there are
thieves and grafters going unwhipped of justice and pillaging
the Public Treasury. [Applause.]

Mr. FESS. AMr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield there?
3 liIr. GRAHAM of Illinois. I yleld to the gentleman from

hio.

Mr. FESS. Do not the hearings disclose the fact that there
was a protest on the part of some one in the War Department—
I mean in the Army—against this leather contract sent directly
to the Secretary of War, Mr. Baker?

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. I say to the gentleman from Ohio
that two officers who protested were summarily dismissed from
the service for making the protest about this contract. I do
not have much use for some of those who are trying to break
it, but I tell you that this contract and the principle in it is bad.

During the delivery of Mr. Gramax’s remarks the following
oceurred :

Mr, KING. Mr. Chairman, I think there ought to be a
quorum present to hear this, and I make the point of order
that there is no quorum present.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois makes the
point of order that there is nmo quornm present. The Chair
will count. [After counting.] Eighty-two gentlemen are pres-
ent, not a quorum.

Mr. SLEMP, Mr. Chairman, I move that the commiitee do
now rise, and on that I demand tellers,

Tellers were ordered; and the Chair appointed Mr., SrEmp
and Mr, McCrixTIc to act as tellers.

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 1,
noes 100.

So the committee refused to rise.

The CHAIRMAN, The count of the tellers discloses a quorum
is present.

Mr, GRAHAM of Illinois then concluded his remarks.

Mr. EAGAN. Mr. Chairman, T yield 15 minutes to the gentle-
man from Maryland [Mr. LixTHICUM].

Mr. LINTHICUM. AMr. Chairman, I rise to call the attention
of the committee to a bill reported by the Committee on Inter-
state and Forelgn Commerce with amendments, which I deem of
great importance to the people of our ecountry. I speak of no
less a measure than the bill, commonly known as the maternity
and infancy bill, recently gmed by the Senate and now on the
Unanimous Consent Calendar of the House,

It is a bill destined for the ‘public protection of maternity
and infancy, providing a method of cooperation between the
Government of the United States and the several States. It
appropriates $480,000, of which $10,000 shall be paid annually
to each State in the manner provided. There is also an addi-
tional sum of $£1,000,000 appropriated for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1922, and annually thereaffer a sum not to exceed
$1,480,000. The additional appropriation to be apportioned
among the States in the proportion their population bears to the
total population of the United States. No State shall be en-
titled to its allotment of the additional appropriation unfil it
has appropriated an equal sum for the maintenance of the
services and facilities provided under the bill. It establishes no
new mrachinery for carrying on the work provided under the
bill, but utilizes the Children’s Bureau now established for
work of a similar nature,

The bill stipulates that the Children’s Bureau shall “have
charge of all matters concerning the administration of this act,
and shall cooperate with the State agencies authorized to carry
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out the provisions thereof. It shall likewise make or cause to
be made investigations and reports to promote its efficient ad-
ministration. The separate States are free to carry out their
approved plans without interference from the Federal Board.
The Federal Government does not act nor propose to embark
on a medical or surgieal campaign, but to stimulate, guide, and
make accessible instructions and care to all mrothers and in-
fants.

The service is in no sense compulsory upon the mother, she
being at liberty to avail herself of the opportunity or mot as
she deems proper. The State may or may not, as it thinks
proper, avail itself of the opportunity afforded by this bill, but
to secure the benefits of the appropriations it shall accept the
provisions of the act and designate or authorize the creation of
a State agency with which the Children’s Burean shall have all
necessary power to cooperate in the administration of the same.
Not more than 5 per cent of the appropriation shall be used any
fiscal year by the Children’s Bureau in administering this law,
which shall be deducted from the appropriation before distribu-
tion.

Euach State before it can avail itself of the benefits of the act
shall by its agency submit to the Children’s Bureau detailed
plans for earrying out its terms, which shall include the provi-
sions to be made by the State for the administration of the
act, the provision for instruction in the hygiene of maternity
and infancy through public-health nurses, consultation centers,
and other suitable measures. The facilities provided by any
State agency cooperating under this act shall be available for
all the residents of the State.

You will note from the cursory remarks I have made upon the
provisions of the bill that it in no wise provides for the em-
barkation of the National Government upon these matters in
the various States, but provides for funds to be duplicated by
the States, and leaves it to the States to earry out the work
therein.

NEED OF SUCH LEGISLATION.

That there is a vast need for such legislation and for such
an appropriation was clearly demonstrated by faets brought out
during the war, which revealed that of the 15 so-called eclvilized
countries, the United States ranked next to bottom in maternity
and infaney eare, Spain alone having a greater per cent of ma-
ternity mortality—a situation which is certainly not ereditable
to a nation of such vast resources and population, to one which
has done so much for the entire world, and is looked to by all
the countries for guidance and assistance. In the year 1918,
23,000 mothers died in the United States from childbirth and
causes directly attributable to childbirth—a startling statement,
but true. A more startling one, however, is that in the United
States we lose more than 250,000 infants every year—a total
in excess of three times the number of men killed and wounded
in our participation of the World War.

When the draft for the World War was taken in the United
States, facts revealed by the examinations at that time showed
that one-half of the young men of the country were not physically
fit for military service, and physicians have told us that out of
this vast number of unfit men a very large percentage could
have been sound, well, and capable of military service had
there been proper care given at the time of their birth. Itis a
fact too well known to need repefition that a very large per-
centage of blindness in the United States could have been pre-
vented by proper care at birth.

When we realize this state of affairs we can readily see that
the time has certainly arrived when every facility should be
afforded to assist the mothers and the babieg of the land, and to
give them a chance to live and be well during the coming years.
This is not a mere dream, nor an untried proposition, nor is it
new to those who have made a study of the subject. A similar
plan is now in practical operation in England where they have
cut their maternity and infaney mortality rate to less than half
of that prevailing in the United States, and this despite the
disadvantages of war conditions. Work of this nature is also
in practice in Australia and New Zealand, which countries have
been able to reduce mortality rating to the lowest in the world.

In New York City where surveys have been made it is shown
that where prenatal and maternity care have been given through
the Mille Station Association the mortality has been cut from
5 per cent of every 1,000 to 1.5 per cent out of every 1,000, nearly
one-fourth of the original rate, and this by an association with
limited means.

The great necessity for such provision can be well seen when
we realize that the number of men studying medicine by virtue
of the very high standard now required has greatly decreased
in the last 10 years, and many sections of the country distriets
are practically without medical provision. Statistics gathered
by the Children's Bureau show that in some rural sections 80

per cent of the mothers receive neither prenatal care nor advice
or trained care during confinement. This problem is not pecu-
liar to any section of our Nation, but is general. Federal action
is urgently needed and this bill offers a method of practical
cooperation between the Federal Government and the States,
and while it carries an appropriation, though small, it is but a
stimulant from the National Government, and leaves the entire
work to the State agencies wholly under the control of the
State Government,
BYSTEM NOT NEW.

The system is not new, as the method is already successfully
operating in promoting agricultural work, vocational education,
and the building of good roads, all of which have been highly
agreeable to the people of the land and have accomplished a
vast amount of beneficial work in their respective lines. When
we realize that the amount of money expended upon the prob-
lems of women and children is almost nothing, we can readily
believe it is about time we provide at least a system by which
they can obtain relief, if they so desire. The percentage ex-
pended on the problems of women and children amounts to
5.5/1000 of 1 per cent. Think of that almost infinitesimal figure
compared with other appropriations.

The operation, as I have said, is placed under the Children’s
Bureau, which has the confidence of the women throughout the
United States, and under its administration the work will no
doubt be handled as a department of primary importance and
not as an additional health problem. Now is the accepted time
for this bill to be incorporated into law. Some 40 State legis-
latures are now in session, or will soon be in session, and by
the prompt passage of this bill the work will be promoted two
years to what it otherwise would be, as many of ‘the legisla-
tures will not meet again for another two years, and the bill
can not go into effect without State appropriations duplicating
those of the National Government,

I sincerely hope that the membership of this House will
serutinize and study the terms of this bill, will seek informa-
tion upon the status of mafernity and infancy cases, and when
yvou have made a study of this subject I feel assured there can
be no objection to the passage of a measure which means so
much to the women and babies of the country.

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Sissox] informed us
a few days ago that more than 80 per cent of our revenue went
for war purposes,

We have appropriated more than $750,000,000 to the Army
and Navy, and to-day are about to appropriate around $8,000.-
000 for fortifieations, What is it all worth without man power
back of it?

The chairman of the Appropriations Committee, Mr. Goop,
recently informed us that the United States national wealth is
estimated at $240,000,000,000, and that its national debt repre-
sents 10 per cent of that wealth; that Great Britain had a
national wealth of $69,000,000,000, with a national debt of GO
per cent thereof.

Can we not upon the face of these figures grant to the mothers
and infants of the land at least the same resources and pro-
tection that Great Britain, with scarcely more than one-fourth
of our national wealth, grants to her subjects?

We have appropriated for practically all the needs of the
country, provided for a great Navy program and a sufficiently
large Army. Vast appropriations have been made for agricul-
tural purposes and numerous other matters. Is it mot high
time and should not this session of Congress grant quick action
on this bill by its passage before the adjournment of the Sixty-
sixth Congress? [Applause,]

Mr, BEAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. BrLAck].

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman, I picked up from my desk last
night a bulletin which is issued each month by the National
City Bank, of New York City, dealing with economic and busi-
ness conditions, and I see in one of its columns a statement of
the declines in commodity prices which have taken place as to
certain commodities during 1920. Cotton has declined 62} per
cent ; wool, scoured, 56.55 per cent; hides, 52§ per cent; wheat,
20 per cent; corn, 53 per cent; rice, 58 per cent; steers, 38 per
cent: hogs, 33% per cent; pork 38} per cent; and lard, 47 per
cent.

Most of these products which I have enumerated are prod-
ucts of the farm,

Studying this column of figures in the bulletin which I have
before me still further, I see that steel billets have only declined
03 per cent, that pig iron has only declined 83 per cent, and that
bituminous coal increased, in 1920, 60 per cent, although I under-
stand there has been some small decline from this high figure
since January 1, 1921, Now, in the debate on the general de-

ficiency bill last week, 1 made some remarks in which I endeav=
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ored to point out that freight and passenger rates must be
revised downward. In those remarks I stated it was quite
evident that before transportation cost could come down that
the operating expenses of the railroads must be reduced, and
that the three principal items of operating costs are wages,
steel, and coal. Recently Judge Gary has come out in a state-
ment in which he says that there will be no reduction in the
price of steel, and in that statement, among other things, he has
this to say:

It seems to me—

He continued—

that any manufacturer of steel who contemplates reducing steel prices
below the basls fixed by the industrial board in 1919 must have in mind
the intention of reducing wages correspondingly, thereby charging the
difference to-the working people. If so, the manufacturer is wrong
and unfair, unlees, of course, the present selling prices are higher than
they ought to be, which would be unfair to the consumers, or wage
rates are higher than they shounld be.

Now, gentlemen, I think that a study of the profit sheet of
the United States Steel Corporation for 1920 and the years
shortly preceding it will convince us that the price of steel to
the consumer, to quote Judge Gary's words, * is higher than it
ought to be” and can be reduced to the American people to a
substantial extent without a reduction of wages. Now, let us
see what such a statement shows, and I will quote the figures
only in round numbers: In 1914 the United States Steel Cor-
poration had net earnings of $71,000,000. In 1915, $130,000,000;
in 1916, $333,000,000; in 1917, $295,0000,000; in 1918, $199,-
000000 ; in 1919, $143,000,000; in 1920, judging by the statement
of the three quarters which I have seen, will be $181,000,000,
as against $71,000,000 in 1914; and yet Judge Gary, the chair-
man of the board of directors of the Steel Corporation, says
that the American public need not expect any reduction in the
price of steel unless the wages of employees are reduced, But
whether that is true or not, the fact remains that there must
be some reduction in steel to the American public. The trouble
with some of these large industries is this: They are wanting
to keep their scale of profits on the high, inflated basis of the
war period, and unless they are willing to set their own houses
in order and put their earnings at a more moderate rate it
seems to me that Congress, as reluctant as we may be to go
into the subject of regulation, will have to do something to
relieve the situation. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. EAGAN., I yield two additional minutes to the gen-
tleman.

Mr. BLACK. I contend that the attitude of some of the highly
organized labor and some of the highly organized industries
can not be maintained. I submit that we have no right to
expect that the agricultural interests and the farming inter-
ests of the Nation shall bear all the burdens of readjustment.
JApplause.] There may be interests that are perfectly willing
that they shall do so, but, regardless of how willing some
might be that it be done, the force of economic law would pre-
vent such a program being carried out.

But it seems to me that it would be the better part of wisdom
on the part of these highly organized industries and their em-
ployees to take into account the situation that does exist and
bring their prices appreciably in conformity to the general prices
of the country, rather than to let the iron law of necessity com-
pel it. There may be some portions of organized ecapital and
some of organized labor who will nraintain a belligerent atti-
tude and say they will take no reduction in dividends and no
reduction in wages, but in due time economic law will get in
its work and will compel them to be brought into comparable
balance with the rest of the country. I do not want to see
capital earn less than a fair and reasonable dividend, based on
an honest valuation, nor do I want to see labor earn less than
a living wage, but to say that does not mean that I approve the
effort to maintain the present inequitable situation which exists
as to some strongly intrenched industries. If capital and labor
will both make the necessary concessions, a great deal of unem-
ployment and hardship can be avoided and both parties will be
rewarded by the exercise of such good wisdom.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr., EAGAN. T yield to the gentleman one minute more.

Mr. BLACK. It has been very well said: * We can not look
for a restoration of full enrployment and prosperity until some-
thing like the old balance between  agriculture and the other
industries has been restored.” When a pound of cotton and a
bushel of wheat and a pound of pork and a pound of wool will
buy measurably as much of goods in the stores as they would
buy in 1919 and 1920, and will buy as much transportation as
they bought then, the farmer will be able to resume his position
in the trading circle; not before. And until the farmer can
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resume his position In the trading circle we will not . have
general prosperity and a full restoration of employment.

In conclusion let nre stress that the lowering of railroad rates
is of the utmost importance to the restoration of prosperity to .
the agrieultural and live-stock interests in particular and the
public in general. The cost of transportation is out of all pro-
portion to the prices which the producer is receiving for his
products, and I fear some perishable products, like fruit, mel-
ons, and vegetables, will not be able to move at all for long-
distance hauls during the season of big supply and low prices.
The condition should be apparent to everyone and calls for quick
action. Operating expenses must be reduced and the reduction
of rates to the public should quickly follow. Then traffic will
again be able to move freely and much of the present plight of
the railroads as well as other industries will be relieved.

Mr. EAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle-
man from Texas [Mr. Youxc]. [Applause.]

Mr. YOUNG of Texas. Mr. Chairman and gentlemnen of the
committee, I realize that this session is fast drawing to a close.
I listened with a degree of interest to the majority leader of the
House [Mr. MoxpeLL] to-day in his résumé of the rapidity with
which this House has enacted legislation since the beginning of
the session in the early part of December, but in that résumé
given by the majority leader every single bill that he referred
to that was passed by this Congress was an appropriation bill,
disposing of tax money of the people of this Nation. Not one
single piece of legislation has been brought on the floor of this
House of a reconstructive nature. And if there ever was a
period in the history of the Nation where the country demanded
that there should be remedial legislation after the war, that
period is here now.

The majority leader [Mr. MoxperLL] boasts of the fact that
we have passed appropriation bills laying a tax burden on the
people of this Nation exceeding $2,000,000,000. Do the people
get any consolation from that kind of legislation? Why is not
the statesmanship of the majority leader broad enough to com-
prehend the conditions that confront this Nation of ours now?
You have a chaotic condition in the business world; yvou have
worse than a chaotic condition in the agricultural and stock-
raising sections of our Nation. Legislation of a remedial char-
acter is absolutely essential at this time if order is to be brought
out of this chaos.

I come from a great agricultural State, and my people do not
know how to turn. They do not know what to do. They have
been engaged in the great enterprise of growing food supplies
and raw materials for their fellows. They grew last year at sac-
rifice prices in that wonderful State 4,000,000 and more bales
of cotton to clothe the world, yet the cotton farmer is bank-
rupt. He can not sell his product. The channels of commerce
have not been open to him since the war, and there has been
nothing done on the floor of this House except to tax him, and
no effort made to pass any legislation to relieve the present con-
dition. And in that wonderful State, as well as in the West
and Northwest States of this Nation, with the State of Texus
a breeding ground for the cattle industry of the Nation, with
more than 6,000,000 head of cattle, the stockman is bankrupt;
he ean not meet his banking obligations. His ranches are
going without cattle. The feed pens of that and other States
are no longer being used to fatten the herds. There is something
wrong when an industry like that, that the people must have if
the people live, is in that condition. There is something wrong.
That wrong, I charge, can be traced to the organization of the
packers of this Nation that constitute the only market and dis-
tributing agency that the live-stock producers have. And you
have this sitoation :

The cattlemen are bankrupt; they can not continue in busl-
ness because the market for their products will not pay the
expenses of growing these herds, and in your congested centers
people can not eat meat because the price is prohibitive. Where
is the economic cause that brings about a condition like this
in a great Nation with 105,000,000 people that must be fed?
If there is an economic cause—and there is—that brings about
this condition, statesmanship says that we should seek out that
cause and apply the remedy. I charge the cause lies at the door
of the five great packing organizations of this country that have
grown independently rich. Only a few days since one of them
declared a stock dividend of 1,233 per cent., And they have five
of these organizations.

Your committees, duly appointed by this House, have gziven
consideration to these packer bills for weeks and months, and
we have accumulated multiplied thousands of pages of infor-
mation. I am not speaking loosely. I am speaking as a member
of the Committee on Agriculture, having heard the testimony
from the witnesses that came here from every part of the Na-
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tion, and having digested that testimony to the best of my
ability, as did the committee.

remedy. The Senate committee have done the same fhing. The
bill was reported te the floor of the Senate, it was duly debated,
and that bill, regulating the packers, passed by an everwhelm-
ing majerity of that bedy. Yeur Committee on
the due discharge of its duty, had that bill and the House bill
befere uns, and we did what committees seldom do—we consid-
ered that bill in open committee session. The public had access

te every word that was uttered, every debate that was engaged |
in, I commend this kind of publicity to the steering committee.

It is a helpful remedy for their present situation if they but
apply it.

I would like to hear what they say behind closed ‘doors in |
discussing this packer bill, which is now on the calendar and '

can be enacted into law. I charge them with blocking this
legisiation on the floor of this House—legislation seeking to
meet the troubles that I have discussed. I have appealed in
the days gone by to the majority leader [Ar, Moxprrr]. I have
‘appealed to the steering committee, with Mappex, from Chicago,
a8 its deminating head. T have uppealed to the gmtlemsm from
Kansas [Mr. Caarenerr], the chairman of the Committee ‘on
Rules, which has in its pewer to suspend all rules of the House
and bring in a Tule here so that we can have this bill before us
and debate it and give a remedy to the stock prodacers of this
Nation and the consumers of this Natien. Why do not you
exercise statesmanship and give us that rule and -do something
constructive? [Applause en the Democratie side,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the genfleman from Texas
has again expired.

Mr. EAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I give the gentleman five addi-
tiomal minutes.

The CHATRMAN,
tional minutes.

Mr. YOUNG of Texas. I place the responsibility where it
belongs, because the Republican mide of fhe House is in power,
We have got the votes on ‘this the Demecratic side of the
House te join with the wotes that yeu have on that side of
the House to enact this bill into law, and you can de it within
24 hours, too, and you would be doing the just thing when you
do it. I have had no response from the majority leader [Mr.
MoxpeLr]. When I queried him on yesterday and asked him
if he weuld bring up the packer bill after we got threugh with
the fortification bill he turmed his back and ran and became
both deaf and dumb. He made no answer. [Applause on the
Democratic side.]

Neither has the gentleman from Kansas [Mr.
made an answer. The great Cemmittee on Rules was in session
on yesterday. I hoped that on yesterday or te-day the glad
tidings and fhe good news would come to this floer and to fhe
country that the gemfleman from Kansas, representing a great
stock-producing State—and every witness frem that State
before our conmmitfee wanted this bill—would hear fheir ecall
and their appeal. They brought out two rules, ene seme little
loeal bill about Indians and another a little lecal bill about the
Erie Canal. 'Statesmanship? It is a bluil; it is an effort to kill
the time -of this Uongress so that the packer bill .can not come
up for consideration.

1 appeal now, as I appealed to every power that T know hew
to appeal to in this House, to another power that I have not
heretofore appealed te, and that is the power of the House itself.
Oh, fhose were laborious days in the Committee on Agriculture
when we were having hearings and drafting this bill. In that
committee stopd foursquare the gentleman from Ksamsas [Nr.
TincHER] and fought with me to enact this legislation.

Mr. OROWTHER. Mr. Chairman, T make the point of order
fhat there is no querum present. I think there should be mere
Members here ‘te hear this talk.

The CHATRMAN, The from New York makes the
point of order that there is ne gnerum present. "The Chair will
count.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman will with-
draw that. ‘The incoming President is ° that the appre-
priation bills shall be got through. I want fo help him. T hope
the gentleman will not filibuster.,

The CHAIRMAN (after counting)., Sixty-seven Members are

—not a quorum.

Mr. SLEMP. Mr, Chairman, I move that the committee rise,

Mr. McCLINTIC. It comes too late.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia moves that
the committee do now rise. The question is on agreeing to that
motion,

The guestion was taken, and the Chairman suneunced that
the noes appeared to have it

Mr. SLEMP, Tellers, Mr. Chairman,

The gentleman fis recognized for five addi-

And we have tried to apply the |

in |

telf:-i CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks for

Mmememmmcmam;ppmmm SrEae
and Mr. Eacax as tellers.

The CHAIRMAN. Those who favor und those who oppose
&e&mmﬁmedﬂngmllmtmm&etaﬂersudbe
coun

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 7, noes TR,

The CHAIRMAN, Th.e committee refuses to rise. A guormm
is not present, The Clerk will call the roll

The Clerk called the roll, when the following Members failed
to answer to their names:

Anthony Hllsworth Eelley, Mich. Ram
Ayre: o Evans, Ny Kenn:g' %‘:‘.. I Ray :
Bacharach Fairfield Kincheloe Rigrdan
Baer Ferris Kitchin
Bankhead Frear Kleczka Rowan
Bell Freeman Lee, Ga, Rubey
Benson er Lesher Rucker
Bland, Ind. Gallagher Little Banders, La.
Bland, Gallivan Lonergan ‘Banford
Britten Gandy Longworth Scully
Browne ly McAndrews Bears
Gard rthur Bells
Butler Godwin, N. C, MeCulloch Bherwood
Candler Goodall MeGlennon 3ims
_— Goodwin, Atk ﬂdﬂniry iigixll
W ¥ cKinley Bmith, T11.
Graham, Pa. McLane tepl h
Clark, Fla. Griest Maher Btiness
Clark, Mo, Grifin Mamm, 8. C, ‘Btoll
Hamill Mansfi Btrong, Pa.
Hamilton Martin Bullivan
Caopl Harreld Mason Thomas
Costello Harrison Mead Towner
Crisp Haugen Montaguoe Varve
Currie, Mich, Eemm.an ﬁmn ?muml
(.‘u.rrty, oey ooney
Dallinger Howard Moore, Va. Welling
Davey Hulings Morin Whaley
Dempsey Hull, Texm, Mudd heegler
n Humphreys Nelson, Wis White, Me.
i Husted Newton, Mion Wilson, TI1
Dickinson, Mo James, Mich, Overstreet Wilson, Pa,
ovAn James, Va. Padgett Winslow
Dooling Jefteris Paige Wise
Doremus Johnson, Miss, Pell Wooi, Ind,
Doughiton Johnson, Wash. Pou Woods, Va.
Drane Johnston K.X. Rainey, Hcmr%]: Woodyard
Eagle Rainey,.J

The mmmiuee rose.-nnd!the Speaker hawing resumed the
chair, Mr. Dowgry, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union, reported that that committee
having had under censideration the fortifications appropria-
tion bill, H. R. 16100, found itself without a quorum; where-
upon he caused the roll to be ecalled, when 273 Members, a
quorum, answered to their mames, and he handed din the names
of the absentees to be printed im the Journal and Recorp.

The SPEAKER. The committee will resume its session. .

The committee accordingly Tesumed its session with Mr,
Dowern in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN, The geotleman from Texas [Mr. Youna]
has two minutes

Mr, YOUNG of Texas. May I have Jh'e minutes more?

Mr. EAGAN. Iyielﬂtnﬂ:eg‘enﬂemm mhmtesmere.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman frem Texas is
for seven minutes.

Mr. YOUNG of Texas. As I was beginming to remark when
interrupted By ithe roll call, on this packer legislation that is
now on the calendar I have for days appealed to the sources
of power in this Heumse. I huve had no response. I am mow
making an appeal to & greater power yet, and that is the House
itself. Are yom helpless to do business? Your majority leader
[Mr. Moxperyr] admits that there is a majority «of this House
who will vote to write this packer legislation into law. Having
that majority, are you helpless to bring this velief fo the pro-
docers and consumers of the Nation? I now make my fimal
appeal to my colleagues who have steod with me on the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, my friend the gemtleman from Kansas
[Mr. TowcEEr], my friend the gentleman from Nehraska [Mr,
McLAveHLIN], my friend the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.
YVoiar], and the chairman of the Commiftee on Agrviculture [Mr.
HAveEN]. We just need ene shoulder to shoulder push in
order te hawe law, and on you gentlemen is the responsibility.
One word from the eloguent gentleman from Kansas [Mr.
TixcHER] on this floor, or from the gentleman from Nebraska, or
from the gentlemam frem Wiscongin, or from the gentleman
from and we wil put it over. Will vou ‘deliver that
word? You have mo hope afier this session, because fersooth
the dominating power on that side ef the House, the steering
committee, are holding bnck this legislatien and the hig in-
terests of this Nation are being cared for. The from
Chicago [Mr. MAppEN] only recently gave out a remarkable in-
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terview stating that after the 4th of March the power will be
lodged north of the Ohio and east of the Mississippl, and they
are going to use it. Where is Nebraska coming in with her stock
industry? Where is Kansas coming in with her stock industry?
Where is Texas coming in with her stock industry? Where are
Montana and Wyoming coming in? In fact, what hope is there
for the live-stock producers in all of the States of this Nation?
It is up to you. The responsibility is yours, not mine. After
the 4th of March I shall be a private citizen, and I am speaking
now probably the last word that I will ever be able to.utter for
this effective piece of legislation ; but as a private citizen I know
that legislation is needed and I am making this appeal for the
people who need this law. Where is the power fhat is closing
the mouths of these gentlemen who helped me and others to
report out this bill? Where is that power? Oh, these big
interests!

I want to say to these packer organizations that you better
accept these regulations. You by your conduct in the tanning
business are driving the tanners out of existence ; you entering in
the grocery business are driving the grocers out of existence;
you in the cottonseed oil business are driving my people, that
built up the enterprise, out of business. You have entered a
thousand fields of endeavor not related to the packing business.
You become a monopoly in whatever field you engage. The
tremendous power of this organization is enormous. What are
we, as the Congress, going to do about it? [Applause.]

I want to say that the power they have is a power that onght
not to be vested in any small lot of men—five of them—the
power of life and death over 105,000,000 American people, con-
trolling the food supply of this Nation. They have grown rich
and the country is becoming impoverished. Oh, gentlemen, I
make this appeal, probably my last appeal to you on this side
of the House, you men who come from the stock States, I know
yvour hearts and I know your interests, and I want to say that
this is the time for you men to rise up above party politics, for

this is not a party measure, because distinguished Senators, |-

one Republican, the other Democrat, are joint authors of this
bill. It was passed by a Republican Senate, and I am appeal-
ing to you as American citizens, do not let the gentleman from
Chicago, the home of the packers, have the power to close your
mouths. What are you going to do?

It is no guesswork. It is funny that the gentleman from Min-
nesota [Mr. Axpersox] was taken off the Commitfee on Agri-
culture and placed on the Committee on Appropriations just at
the psychological moment. We needed his counsel and advice,
as he had prepared the packer bill. We also needed his vote.
We have 48 States in this Union, and the great agricultural
sections are not represented on the Committee on Agriculture,
the only committee that undertakes to legislate for the farmers.
What is the personnel of this committee as now organized?
Three gentlemen from Illinois, where the packers live and have
their seat of power. Is that right? In the next Congress yon
will have the same thing; and mark my prediction, if packers
can control the formation of the Committee on Agriculture next
sesgion, then there will be such committee personnel that you
need not expeet the committee to report a bill regulating the
packers.

Now, there is the photograph; there are these three gentle-
men from Illinois, all interested in defeating packer legislation.
Look at the other States in this Nation, the agricultural and
stock-raising States, that have nc representative here on the
Committee on Agriculture, and I make that appeal to you
gentlemen on this side of the House, that now is the time we
can and shouid have packer legislation. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas
has expired.

Mr, EAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the gentle-
man from Texas [Mr. Box].

Mr. BOX, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, if I can be as much
at ease as I am when at home, I want to make a statement on a
subject that does not usually divide us along partisan lines, I
would like to speak sanely and temperately, because moderation
usually characterizes truth and sound judgment, and because I
would like to have you consider, at what you believe them to be
worth, the things that I say on the subject of immigration. It
is now known by all of us with reasonable certainty that the
effort we made to enact legislation on that important subject will
prove futile so far as this Congress is concerned. The number
of people coming now from Europe under the bad conditions, Lo
which I will refer briefly later, if T have time, is such that it
does concern the American people and concerns you when you
have time to give it thought.

My own appreciation of its importance is my apology for
breaking in upon your deliberations to ask you to consider
this subject again. I call your attention to the manner in

which the tide of immigration, the number coming, has increased
since the signing of the armistice. Beginning in November,
1918, more than two years ago, I give you the numbers
thousands, with the hundreds omitted :

November, 1918, 8§,000; December, 10,000; January, 9,000:
February, 10,000; March, 14,000; April, 16,000; May, 15,000
June, 17,000; July, 18,000; August, 20,000; September, 26,000}
October, 32,000; November, 27,000; December, 37,000; January,
31,000; February, 30,000; March, 39,000; April, 48,000; May,
53,000; June, 62,000; July, 62,000; August, 67,000; September,
g?é,%; October, T4,000; November, 65,000; December, 1920,

The Commissioner General of Immigration has just returned
from an extensive visit to Europe and has made a report on
the situation and prospects as to immigration. His first, 1
think, was in his statement before the Senate committee while
it was considering the Johnson bill. I read to you a briet
extract from his statement before that committee, page 585 of
the Senate committee hearings:

The rising tide bids fair to go by leaps and bounds unless checked
80 that the 1914 rate, which was one of the very highest, will from

g;;%eut indications be passed by the end of this fiscal year, June 30

Farther down on same page:

I hesitate to estimate what will be the rate when Germany, Austria,
and the other States open up their supplies. 2 y
- L ] - - L L L

At the rate of increase for the past six months, if Germany and
Austria og:n their gates through a declaration of peace, the 2,000,000
rate will approximated and probably passed before January 1, 1922,
provided that shipping facilities are available.

I read again from the statement of the Commissioner General
to the Senate committee, pages 574 and 575 of the hearings, his
statement of the activities in Europe tending to facilitate the
coming to this country of immigrants,

Mr. ROSE. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, BOX. I do not want to be discourteous, but I will ask
not to be interrupted at present. I read:

At Southampton and other places visited, the activities of organiza-
tlons and committees in connection with the movement of emigrants
to America and other places were made apparent. In fact, there ap-
Beured to be as much publicity given and desired as to their labors as

usiness enterprises manifest. They possess headquarters at Paris,
Warsaw, Danzig, and many other cities of Europe. The organizations
present a complete network, with thousands of aliens in their {rain,
moving from place to place, apparently under their direction. They
possess establishments at which these people are fed and lodged. and
mai;:mln cffices for the transaction of the business involved in their
work,

Reading now from page 575:

Besides, werk is carried on through delegates who come from Amer-
fea, representing cular communities there, bringing money for
distribution, and return with individuals to whom money was sent to
pay the cost of tramsportation,

Reports from numerous and widely scattered sources and of
authentic nature, some of which have been presented to this
Hounse, many being of such charaeter, of such authenticity, of
such number and independence that there can be no doubt
about their truth, show that such a number of people of the
most unfortunate class—many of them dangerous, let us he
frank to say—are striving to come, as to create the necessity
for our giving attention to the movement and its consequences.

Mr. YATES. Mr. Chairman, can the gentleman state what
that rate was in 19147

Mr. BOX. It was one million two hundred thousand and
some hundreds—1,218,480,

Mr, ROSE. Mr, Chairnmn, I merely wanted to ask if the gen-
tleman would compare the immigration figures since the
armistice with the prewar period. I am very much interesied
in his remarks.

Mr, BOX. The last six months covered by my fizures show
411,901. ‘These figures rise from small figures for preceding,
months. The number coming during the calendar year 1920
wias more than three times as great as the number coming dur-
ing the calendar year 1919, which began nearly two months
after the armistice. That it will increase greatly and rapidly
is almost certain.

I read briefly now from an article written by Mr. Kenneth L.
Roberts in the Saturday Evening Post of February 12, 1921.

I repeat that the desire throughout Eurcpe to emigrate to America
is so strong that the emigrant will practice any chicanery to break
throngh the weak spots in an immigration law. Times have changed
as regard emigration. FEconomic distress throughout Europe is so
great, and will be so great for another decade, that America at Its
worst will have more attractions for the emigrant than his own
country. Before the war for years the tide of emigration rose to its
height in the spring and autumn and receded to its lowest level in
the winter and summer. Now every ship that salls throughout the
year is jammed, Before the war emigration rose and fell as America
enjoyed prosperity or depression. Now, America under all conditions
has equal attraction for the European. The people of Ameriea who

are not bound by ties of blood to European countries are asking for
pew immigration laws,
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That statement is met by those who want them to come with
ilie further statenrent that the limitations upon shipping will
necessarily restrict the number so that it will not be dangerous.
The number is already dangerous. I call your attention to the
additional fact that whenever profitable business is offered in
increasing volume facilities are usually increased by people
who are resourceful and active in the enlargement of their
business. The steamship companies are active, rich, resourceful,
and have the shipping of the world to draw from.

Mr. LAZARO. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BOX. Yes.

Mr. LAZARO. On account of the unlimited number that
are permitted to come in and on account of our limited facili-
ties for examining them in a medical way on the other side
typhus fever has been imported here, and already several deaths
have occurred from it in New York. Has the gentleman given
that matter serious consideration?

Mr. BOX. I have, and I shall be glad to refer to it if I have
the time a little later.

According to the testimony before the Senate Immigration
Committee about 100 ships are now engaged in this traffic.
According to the testimony of some witnesses they can not
bring more than 800,000 or 1,000,000 per year, but the carriage
of this traffic, like every other, expands with the demands of
the business. I read from the statement of the Immigration
Commission appointed in 1907, which devoted years of study
to this subject and made a report along nonpartisan lines.
Speaking of the increase of immigration affer the War of 1812
and the increased shipping drawn into the traffic by the increase
in profitable business:

Upon the increased demand for transportation to the United States
following the close of the second war with England many vessels
which bad originally been construocted mlei{nrar the purpose of trans-
porting freight were hurriedly transposed into t ships that
they might enjoy some of the profits of the business that had become
lucrative, Th si with the fact that ve overcrowding had been
practiced on al
almost unbearable. (Report Immigration Commission, vol. 2, p. 590.)

T have before me a statement of the Commissioner of Immi-
gration at Ellis Island in answer fo an inquiry made by me in
which he says:

I have been advised that there are a number of i
'remlsvian cour:a of constmeﬂ. on, but l?ave nothinso ?S:i';’ ?ﬁ'&f&"{fpﬂﬁ
this point. Several lines are about to inaugurate new ser , or have
only recently done so; for instance, the Royal Mail Bteamship Co. Is
to commence service between this and Hamburg; the Baltic Steam-
ghip Co. only a few months ago started service between New York and
Danzig, As yet it has o one vessel in operation, but I understand
negotiations are under way for two or more. tie-American
Line e ts to over the bus and such are available
of the former Russian Volunteer Fleet and start business between this
port and Danzig and Libau. The United Etates Mall Bteamship Co. is
at dpresent operating the SBusquchanng between New York and Danszig,
and expects to have at least two more v in commission within the
1mmedF:te future. The United American Line, which is represented to
be the successor of the former Hamburg-American Line, has had the
Mount Clay sail from New York for Hamlmrf. and has at least two
othc&;meh which will be placed in commission within the next two
mon

From:all of the information which I have been able to gather,
and I think most of my colleagues on the committee will agree
with me as to this, this business is doing just exactly what other
business does. As it grows it is provided with increased facili-
ties, and if we make the mistake of imagining that this highly
lucrative business will be permitted to go to waste by the astute
business men who have control of the shipping of the earth, we
will'make as big a mistake as Germany made when she imagined
that our ships would not take Americans to Europe because we
did not have them when the movement started. I hope my fel-
low countrymen will notf make the mistake of assuming that
there is no danger here. The character of these people—and I
speak of them with the kindliest of impulse—is such as to create
the necessity of attention, to say the least of it. Men who are
crowded into the extremities of human life by famine and other
grim fortunes and fates like it are apt to become lawless and
breank away from the ties that ordinarily bind them. Crowding,
poverty, want, and rags produce disease. It is now a fact that
one ship eame in recently bringing 16 cases of typhus on board
from Italy. Another came bringing in 20 cases of typhus. Just
how many will come if not prevented nobody knows, but I
think It ean be safely assumed, without our engaging in any
extreme talk, that everyone will be brought whom the steam-
ship companies can bring at a lucrative rate,

Mr. WILSON of Louisiana. Will the gentleman yield in ref-
erence to this matter of typhus?

Mr. BOX, I will.

Mr. WILSON of Louisiana. It is In reference to the ships
coming in with typhus. The public press earried the statement
the other day that on account of the fight made by Dr. Copeland

vessels, rendered the condition of emigrants at sea

in New York against admitting the immigrants infected with
typhus that a eablegram had been sent to Europe to divert the
ships to Boston, where there was no opposition.

Mr. BOX. I had not seen that item, but I know that the
people of Boston are as wide-awake to protect themselves from
a serious peril as anybody, and the steamship companies will
find strong opposition there when, for the sake of profits, they
propose to unload their disease-infected cargoes there.

Mr. LAZARO. Will my colleague yield?

Mr. BOX. T will

Mr. LAZARO. Does not the genfleman believe that the
only way in the world we can protect this country from typhus
or any other epidemic disease from over there is to protect our-
selves agninst those fellows over there before they start?

Mr. BOX. The gentleman asks a very pertinent and intelli-
gent question, but he leads into a very diffiecult phase of the
subject, because of the difficulty of regulating the matter on
foreign soil. The House Committee on Immigration has re-
cently held hearings on that particular matter, and I would like
to go into it more fully, but my colleague will have to excuse
me because of my lack of time. I call attention to the fact that
many are coming here poverty stricken, as shown by the fol-
lowing figures covering arrivals during 10 days of December,
1920: Having no money, 2,603; having less than 85, 1,276;
having less than $10, 1,530; having less than $20, 3,086; total
at New York in 10 days, 8,537.

Can the gentleman from New Jersey spare me more time?
Mr. EAGAN. I can give the gentleman five additional min-
utes. !

Mr. BOX. I would like 10 minutes.

Mr. SLEMP. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do
now rise.

Mr, SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, a point of order, I
understood that my colleague has been ylelded five minutes,

A Meamper. The gentleman can finish to-morrow.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Box]
has been yielded five minutes by the gentleman from New Jer-
sey, and the gentleman will have five minutes——

Mr. BOX. In the morning?

The CHAIIMAN. In the morning.

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. SiexP] moves that the
committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. Dowerr, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
commiftee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 16100,
the fortifieations appropriation bill, and had come to no resolu-
tion thereon.

RETURN OF SENATE MESSAGE TO THE SENATE.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolution
of the Senate:

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES,
February 15, 1921,
be directed to request the Iouse of Re&
resentatives to return to the Benate the message of the Senate of Fe
roary 9, 1921, annnuacl.n% its di ecement to the amendments of the
House of Representatives to the buf (8. 4205) to amend section 4, chap-
ter 1, of Title I of an act entitled “An act making further provision for
a civil government for Alaska, and for other tpnrposes," approved June 6,
1800, as heretofore amended by section 2 of an act entitled “An act to
amend section 86 of an act to provide a government for the Territory
of Hawalil, to provide for additional Fudges. and for other judlcial pur.
poses,” approved March 3, 1909, for other purposes, and asking a
conference with the House of Begresentattves on the disagreelng votes
of the two Houses thereon, together with the said bill and the amend-
me.:ttts ott the House of Representatives thereto.
esr

Resolved, That the Secreta

GEORGE A, SANDERSoN, Secretary.
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request of the Senate
will be complied with.
There was no objection.

LATE REPRESENTATIVE WALTER A, WATSON.

Mr. DREWRY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to offer a motion in ref-
erence to memorial exercises.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia offers a mo-
tton, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

On motion of Mr. DREWRY :

Ordered, That the order entered on January 17, 1921, setting apart
February 20, 1921, for addresses on the life, character, and services of
Hon. WALTER A. WaTsOoN be vacated, in compliance with the wishes of
his family, based upon rec%tlest by Mr, WATSOX,

Further ordercd, That Members of the House be allowed to extend
their remarks 4in the Recorp on the life, character, and services of
Hon., WALTER A. WATSON.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion,
The motion was agreed to.
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ADJOURNMENT:
Mr. SLEAMP. Mr, Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 45
minutes p. m.) the House, under its previous order, adjourned
until Thursday, February 17, 1921, at 11 o'clock a, m.:

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV,

415, A letter from. the chairman of the Federal Power Com-
mission, transmitting report of the Federal Power Commission
in conneetion with the proposed development of power from
the Potomac River, was taken from the Speaker’'s table and re-
ferred to the Select Committee on Water Power.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 8 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. RHODES: A bill (H. RR. 16105) to. provide a tariff
and to obtain revenue in connection with the lead content of
lead-bearing ores, lead, and lead products, and repealing ex-
isting laws fixing the rates of duty on snch commodities; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr, SCOTT: A bill (H. R, 16106) regnlating the manner
in which contracts for construction or repair of ships shall be
made by the United States Shipping Board and the United
States Shipping Board Imergency Fleet Corporation; to the
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 16107) to provide for state-
ments of costs in connection with the printing of Government
publications ; to the Committee on Prinfing.

Also, a bill (H. R. 16108) to provide for reports in conneetion
with the publications of various departments and independent
establishments; to the Commiitee on Printing.

Also, a bill (H. R. 16100) providing for a detailed statement
of costs from the Postmaster General of matter mailed under
frank by each department and independent establishment of the
Government; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post
Roads,

By Mr. LANGLEY : A bill (H. R. 16110) to amend an act
entitled *“An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to
provide hospital and sanatorium facilities for discharged sick
and disabled soldiers, sailors, and marines; to the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. SIEGEL: Joint resoluticn (H. J. Res. 473) authorizing
the retirement as warrant officers of certain Army field clerks
and field clerks, Quartermaster Corps; te the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. McLEOD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 474) to enable
the United States Public Health Service to removate buildings
for hospitals for disabled ex-service men; to the Committee on
Publie Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. LEHLBACH: Resolution (H. Res. 687) authorizing
the Committee on Reform: in the Civil Service to employ tech-
nical and clerical assistance; to the Committee on Accounts.

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Memorial of the Legislature
of the State of Maine, favoring the passage of a biil for the
establishment and maintenance of a forest experiment station
on the White Mountain Forest, in the State of New Hampshire;
to the Committee on Agriculinre.

Also, memorial from the Legisiature of the State of Arizona,
protesting against the deportation of Lord Mayor O'Callaghan;
to the Committee on Foreizn Affairs.

Algo, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Utah;
urging a necessary and proper appropriation for the efficient
support and maintenance of tlie division of irrigation investiga-
tions; to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. EVANS of Montana : Memorial of the Legislature of
the State of Montana, asking enactment of Senate bill 4529, for
the erection and maintenance of a dam across the Yellowstong
River, in. Wyoming; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

By Mr. HERSEY: Memorial from the Legislature of the
State of Muine, favoring the establishment and maintenance
by the United States Government of a forest experiment station
on the White Mountains National Forest, of the State of New
Hampshire ; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. HAYDEN: Memorial from the Legislature of the
State of Arizona, regarding the priece of petroleum and its
products used in the manufacture of gas and in the production
of electric energy and for agriemltural and other essential
industrial purposes: to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. PETERS: Memorial from the legislature of the
State of Maine, favoring a forest experiment station on the

White: Mountain National Forest in New Hampshire; to the
Committee on: Agriculture

By Mr. RIDDICK: Memorial from the Legislature of the
State of Montana, favoring the passage of 8. 4529, for the
erection and maintenance of a dam across the Yellowstone
River in the State of Wyoming; to the Committee on Rivers
and Harbors.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS,

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. DENISON: A bill (IL. R. 16111) granting a pension
to Sarah A. Heck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HIOKS: A bill (H. R. 16112) for the relief of Ber-
tram Gardner: to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. NOLAN: A bill (H. R. 16113) authorizing the Rolph
Navigation & Coal Co. to sne the United States to recover
damages resulting from collisions; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. RICKETTS: A bill (H. R, 16114) granting a pension
to Sarah M. Suthers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RIDDICK : A bill (H. R. 16115) granting a pension
to W. Orville Wood; to the Committee on Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

5824, By Mr. CULLEN ; Petition of the New York Chapter of
the Knights of Columbus, opposing the passage of the Smith-
Towner bill; to the Committee on Education.

5825, Also, petition of the City Council of the City of Phila-
delphia, Pa., requesting the selection of Independence Square,
Philadelphia, as a place of burial for one of our unknown dead
i%dlers of the late World War; to the Committee on Military

airs.

5826, By Mr. CURRY of California : Petition of Harold Kier-
nan, J. B. Gaskill, jr., and A. BE. Deleuil, commitiee of Sacra-
mento Council, Enights of Columbus, protesting against the
pasisnge of the Smith-Towner bill; to the Commitiee on INdu-
cation.

5827, By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the Vincennes Chamber of
Commerce, of Vincennes, Ind., favoring legislation for ex-sery-
ice men; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

5828. Also, petition of the National Shoe Wholesalers’ Asso-
ciation, New York City, favoring a 1-cent drop-lefter rate in
cities, towns, and rural routes; to the Committee on the 1'ost
Office and Post Roads,

§829. By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of the Gillette Safeiy
Razor Co., Baston, Mass,, F'rank J. Fahey, vice president, urging
the passage of the Nolan patent bill, H. R. 13681, during the
present session of ; to the Committee an I’atents.

5880, Also, petition of Local No. 16, Boston Bookbinders'
Unien, International Brotherhood of Bookbinders, signed by 21
residents of the twelfth Massachusetts Congressional distriet,
urging a revision in the present tariff law regarding bookbingd-
ing to enable competition with foreign concerns; to the Commif-
tee on Ways and Means.

5831 By Mr. HICKEY: Petition of Henry G. Oliger und
others, of the thirteenth congressional distriet of Indiana, pro-
testing against the passage of the Smith-Towner bill; to the
Committee on Educatiom

5832. By Mr. KELLEY of Michigan: Resolutions of the board
of delegates of the Micbigan State Farm Bureaun, oppesing im-
position of tariff dutics cn Canadian lumber; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

5833. By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania: Petition of St. Joseph
Casino, of Pittsburgh, Pa., opposing the passage of the Smith-
Towner bill; to the Committee on Edueation.

5834, Also, petition of the Retail Lumber Dealers’ Associa-
tion of Pennsylvania, protesting against a tariff on Canadian
lumber; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

5835. By Mr. KING : Petitions of R. H. Jansen and 25 others,
and of Ilose Niehaus and 31 others, citizens of Quincy, I,
&pposing the Smith-Towner bill; to the Committee on Educa-

on.

5836. By Mr. MONAHAN of Wisconsin: Petition of the
Badger Creamery Co., Mineral Point, Wis., protesting against
the passage of H. . 13508, which proposes to reduce the tax
on colored oleomargarine; to the Committee on Agriculture.

5837. Also, petition of citizens of Monroe, Wis., protesting
against the passage of the Smith-Towner bill, H. R. 7; to the
Committee on Education.

5839, Also, petitiom of citizens of Monroe, Wis., protesting
against the passage of the Smith-Towner bill; to the Committee
on Education.
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5839. By Mr, O'CONNELL: Petition of the National Shoe
Wholesalers' Association, of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring 1-cent
drop-letter postage rate; to the Committee on the Post Office and
Post Roads.

5840, By Mr. RANDALL of Wisconsin: Petition of residents
of Racine, Wis., requesting an amendment to the Volstead Act,
permitting the manufacture and sale of beer and light wines;
also protesting against the McKellar bill; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

5841, By Mr. RIDDICK: Petition of citizens of Gallatin,
Mont., and Park County, Mont., protesting against an increased
duty on wrapper tobaceo; to the Committee on Ways and Means,

5842, By Mr. SNELL: Petition of sundry citizens of Glen-
field, N. Y., protesting against the passage of the Smith-Towner
educational bill; to the Committee on Education.

5843, Also, petition of sundry citizens of Bangor, Franklin
County, N. Y., protesting against the passage of the Smith-
Towner educational bill; to the Committee on Education.

5844, Also, petition of sundry citizens of Willsboro, N. Y., pro-
testing against the passage of the Smith-Towner educational
bill; to the Committee on Education,

5845, Also, petition of sundry citizens of Clinton, Clinton
County, N. Y., protesting against the passage of the Smith-
Towner educational bill; to the Committee on Education.

0846. By Mr, VAILE ; Petition of the Altar Society of Denver
(Colo.) Cathedral, protesting against the passage of the Smith-
Towner bill ; to the Committee on Education.

5847, By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: Petition of the Farm
Burean members of Grand Forks, N. Dak., protesting against
proposal to place duty on lumber imported from Canada; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

5848, Also, petition of the Knights of Columbus of Minot,
N. Dak., protesting against the passage of the Smith-Towner
bill; to the Committee on Education.

SENATE.
Tuursoay, February 17, 1921.
(Legislative day of Alonday, February 14, 1921.)

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the
Tecess,

The VICE PRESIDENT resumed the chair.

COLD-STORAGE FOODS—CONFERENCE REPORT.

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator from
Michigan [Mr. Towxnsexp] if he will not kindly consent to lay
aside temporarily the unfinished business and let us dispose
of the conference report on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
9521) to prevent hoarding and deterioration of and deception
with respect to cold-storage foods, to regulate shipments of
cold-storage fuods in interstate conrmerce, and for other pur-
poses. I do not believe it will take very much time. I know of
no opposition to it

Mr. TOWNSEND. I have no objection to taking up several
snch matters which ought to pass and which have not been
acted on up to date. I can not consent to anything that will
lead to prolonged discussion. I desire to get the Post Office
appropriation bill through just as rapidly as possible. I recog-
nize the importance of the conference reports and that they have
the right of way. Unless there is some objection, I shall ask
that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside for the
consideration of the conference report referred to by the Sen-
ator from North Dakota.

Mr. GRONNA. I thank the Senator. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the conference report on the so-called cold-storage bill
be taken up for consideration.

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider the
report,

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
0521) to prevent hoarding and deterioration of and deeeption
with respect to cold-storage foods, to regulate shipments of cold-
storage foods in interstate commerce, and for other purposes,
having met, after full and free conference, have agreed to recom-
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate and agree to the same with an amendment
as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed by the Senate amend-
ment insert the following:

“That this act may be cited as the ‘United States cold
storage act.

“ BEc. 2. Whenever used in this act—

“(a) The term ‘person’ includes an individual, partnership,
corporation, or association;

“(b) The term ‘commerce’ means commerce among the sev-
eral States or between any State, Territory, or the District of
Columbia and any foreign nation, or between any Territory or
the District of Columbia and any State, or between any Terri-
tory and any other, or between any Territory and the District
of Columbia, or within any Territory or the District of Colum-
bia, or between points in the same State, but through any other
Stz;jte or any Territory or the District of Columbia or any foreign
nation;

“(e) The term ‘cold storage' means the storage or keeping
of any article of food at or below the temperature of 45 degrees
above zero (IFahrenheit) in a cold-storage warehouse; but does
not include the first 10 days of the time during which the article
of food is =o stored or kept;

“(d) The term °article of food' means—

“(1) Meat, meat produets (including all edible portions of foor
animals), poultry and game, whether drawn or undrawn, poul-
try products, game products, fish, fish produects, shellfish, oysters,
and clams—if fresh, cooked, prepared, cured, or frozen;

*(2) Eggs or portions thereof—if in shell, dried, or frozen.

“(3) Butter, oleomargarine, lard, lard substitutes, butter sub-
stitutes, and cheese;

“(4) Oils for food purposes; and

“(5) Milk, evaporated or powdered—
but does not include any such article not intended or designed
for food purposes which is plainly and conspicuously marke:l
in such manner as correctly to show the fact in accordance with
such regulations as the Secretary of Agriculture shall presecribe ;

“(e) The term °‘cold-storage warehouse’ means any place,
including a car, vessel, or other vehicle, in which the tempera-
ture is artificially cooled to or artificially maintained at or
below 45 degrees above zero (Fahrenheit) ; but does not include
a place used exclusively for storage of any article of food for
the sole use of the occupant, owner, or maintainer thereof (1)
for consumption by himself or his family or guests, or (2) in
his business of serving meals, or (3) in connection with his
retail business only, except that such place shall, in respect to
any article of food held therein for more than 30 days in con-
nection with such retail business, be deemed a cold-storage
warehouse for the whole of the period of storage therein of
such article;

“(f) The term ‘warehouseman’' includes any person main-
taining or operating a cold-storage warehouse; and any person
who rents and controls a room or space therein; and

“(g) The term *‘mark’ includes stamp, brand, tag, and label,
and the term ‘marked’ includes stamped, branded, tagged,
and labeled.

“Sec. 3. (a) It shall be unlawful for any person to ship,
deliver for shipment, sell, or offer for sale, in commerce, any
article of food that is or has been in cold storage, or to hold
in cold storage in commerce any article of food, or, having
received in commerce, to sell or offer for sale in the original,
unbroken package any article of food that is or has been in
cold storage, unless such article of food is plainly and con-
spicuously marked, in accordance with this act and the regula-
tions thereunder, in such manner as correctly to show (1) the
words ‘ Cold storage,’ except that these words may be removed
immediately preceding a sale for consumption before the expira-
tion of 30 days following the date when such article of foorl
was first placed in cold storage, (2) all the dates when put in and
when taken out of cold storage, except that if the Secretary
of Agriculture finds it to be commercially impracticable to
mark any article of food with the exact date, the day, but not
the month or year, may be omitted, in which case the date
when the article of food is placed in cold storage shall for the
purposes of this act be deemed the first day of the month, and
(3) the names and locations of all the cold-storage warehouses
in which stored, or suitable distinguishing designations thereof
approved by the Secretary of Agriculture for the purpose.

“(b) If any article of food which is required by subdivision
(a) of this section to be marked is subdivided, or is in or is
placed in a container, or is transferred to a different container,
the person who is liable under this act for any failure to have
such article of food marked shall mark the subdivision or the
container thereof in the same manner as provided by subdi-
vision (a).

“(e) If (1) an article of food that has not been held in cold
storage is mixed or mingled with an article of food, whether
or not of the same kind, that is or has been held in cold
storage, or (2) the containers of such articles of food are
mixed or mingled, or (3) an article of food that is or has been
held in cold storage is mixed or mingled with an article of
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